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Introduction 


When, on October 19, 1759, the Virginia Gazette announced 
that ‘Yesterday arrived in town the Rt. Hon. Thos. L’d Fair- 
fax,’ the news was read with interest by a young English 
clergyman, the Rev. Andrew Burnaby, then sojourning in | 
Williamsburg at the beginning of an enterprising tour ‘through 
the middle settlements in North America.’ His imagination 
was captured by the idea of a peer, who was reputed to have 
associated with the wits of the London of Queen Anne and 
actually himself to have contributed to the Spectator, living 
now aloof in the wilderness of a vast proprietary, the Northern 
Neck of Virginia. A few days later, as he records, Mr. Burn- 
aby had the opportunity of meeting Lord Fairfax at ‘The 
Palace’ on the occasion of a reception by Governor Fauquier, 
and then accepted an invitation to call at Greenway Court, 
when, during the following spring, he should make an intended 
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journey across the Blue Ridge. The result of this meeting 
was a lively sketch’ which has not only afforded to all sub- 
sequent historians of the most agreeable period of American 
colonial life a welcome detail of local colour, but has made 
of the proprietors of the Northern Neck favorites of Virginia 
historical romance. 

Little that measures up to Professor Freeman’s estimate 
of genealogy” has, however, been recorded for the Culpepers, 
and so what is after all of the greatest significance about them 
in America has been missed: that Burnaby’s Lord Fairfax 
looked back on no less than four generatioms of his ancestors 
who during more than a century had successively maintained 
interests and risks in the Virginian Commonwealth.’ 


1 Appendix No. 4 to Travels through the Middle Settlements in North 
America in the years 1759 and 1760, with Observations upon the State 
of the Colonies, 3d ed., 1798. 


2 Freeman says (Methods of Historical Study, pp. 49, 105), ‘the study 
of genealogy ... has its place in the comitatus of our Lady Kleio .. . 
I can see Macaulay’s great and obvious faults as well as any man... 
— . . . scan well his minute accuracy in every name and phrase and 
title.’ 

3 They were all Culpepers, for no Fairfax was a member of the 
Virginia Company. The lure of that adventure did not find its way into 
the manor houses of Yorkshire as it did among the men of Kent and the 
South of England generally. But the Culpeper marriage did not intro- 
duce the name upon the Virginia scene. In 1618 a ‘Mr. Farfax’ was 
living near Jamestown and had several children killed by the ‘saluages’ 
while he was absent at church (John Smith’s Works, ed. Arber, ii, 538). 
He probably was the William Fairfax who was himself a sacrifice in 
the indian massacre of 1622, as appears from the subsequent enumera- 
tion of ‘Archers Hope,’ where he had been a landholder (Brown, First 
Republic, 622; Hotten, Original Lists, 271). Again, in 1690, one James 
Fairfax was living in Accomac (Wise, Eastern Shore, 322). 

These have not been identified, but in 1659 Ferdinando Fairfax 
(1636-1664), one of the numerous issue of Charles Fairfax of Men- 
ston, was resident in Northumberland County, Virginia (Va. Mag., 
vii, 73). He was a factor for Nicholas Hayward, the Virginia mer- 
chant who was Fitzhugh’s correspondent, and afterwards returned to 


on. 
Again, in 1676, Capt. Thomas Fairfax (1633-1712), the second son 
of the gallant Sir William Fairfax of Steeton, who gave his life 
for the Parliament before Montgomery Castle, commanded a company 
of guards in the detachment sent to Virginia after Bacon’s Rebellion, 
and was then designated ‘Lieutenant Deputy Governor of Virginia’ 
(Cal. State Papers, Am. & W. L., 1675-76, Nos. 331, 1032, 1036, 1055). 
As a lad this Thomas had been at the conquest of Jamaica in Crom- 
well’s ‘Western Design’ and later served in the government there. He 
died a general in the army, and Governor of Limerick in Ireland (See 
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The immediate concern of the present genealogical study has 
therefore been in the evidence for the participation of the 
Culpepers and their descendents in the planting of Virginia. 
It will be found to demonstrate that it was no improvisation 
of interest which sent Lord Fairfa:: to reside beyond the 
Atlantic ; which prompted his mother to set up at Leeds Castle 
a sundial to mark simultaneously the time of day on the Thames 
and the Potomac; which sent her father out as Governor; or 
even which moved the Governor’s father to solicit inclusion 
in the earliest of the Northern Neck charters; for the fact 
was that Lord Fairfax’s Culpeper great grandfather had been 
an active member of the Virginia Company, and his great great 
grandfather one of the adventurers named in the original grants 
of 1609 and 1610. The Culpepers were, too, implicit of that 
closely knit family connection which contributed a St. Leger 
to be one of Raleigh’s captains; Argalls, Auchers, Filmers, 
Sandys’ and Wyatts to the beginnings of Virginia affairs at 
home and abroad, and later sent out to the colony Brents, 
Byrds, Codds, Clarkes, Darrells, Digges, Fleets, Honeywoods, 
Lovelaces, Norwoods and Spencers. 

It has required spade work to collect and array the proofs 
of these statements. Not only are the Culpepers now figures 
of a dead past in America (where, as Dr. Moncure Conway 
picturesquely said, ‘Fairfax-land is lost in Washington-land’), 
but in England also. Their heyday was in the times of the 
Stuarts, since when, as the hard saying is, they ‘have gone 
down in the world;’ and their traditions have remained un- 
furbished. 

Moreover, as a family they afford a minor illustration of the 
historical fact that the continuity of social life was rudely 
shaken by the civil wars of the seventeenth century. From 
the time of the Angevin kings until the ‘Troubles’ under 
Charles I, the Culpepers recorded the detail of their pedigrees 
as convincingly as any Englishmen. Generation after gene- 
ration, they preserved their muniments within the confines of a 


Her. & Gen., vi, 614, and his letters in Markham’s Admiral Robert 
Fairfax). Finally, in 1679, Nicholas Fairfax, of the Gilling Castle 
vag commanded the ship ‘Fairfax’ in the Virginia trade (Hotten, 
375). 
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few small, safe, conservative parishes. But in the twilight of 
the modern world the branch of the family with which we 
are here concerned abandoned the tradition of marriage among 
hereditary neighbours, and as a consequence many of their 
representatives were born, lived and died beyond their ances- 
tral boundaries. In this characteristically modern practice they 
failed to assemble their vital statistics, and disappeared from 
the historical scene before genealczgy was recognised to be a 
handmaid of history.‘ 

When, in this lack of evidence, the pedigree of the Wigsell 
Culpepers became of practical importance to all the landholders 
within the Northern Neck, the post-revolutionary Virginia 
lawyers were sadly to seek in interpreting the documents which 
came into their hands. It is a curious commentary on the 
completeness of their recent separation from the mother country 
that they did not then have recourse, as their fathers and 
grandfathers would have had, to the English wills. They 
cited Burnaby in the law courts (a dignity which would have 
astonished the Archdeacon considering the uncritical form of 
his narrative) and were content with mutual stipulations of 
fact, which, in some cases, they recognised to be inconsistent 
with the face of the record before them, and in others prove 
to have been premature. So convinced a detractor of the pro- 
prietary title as Judge Spencer Roane was thus lead to admis- 
sions which he would have rejoiced to be able to deny; and 
we find in England the traces of diligent work, silently carried 
on by John Marshall, to confirm munc pro tune facts which, on 
such admissions, had already been adjudged by the American 
courts. 

For all these considerations it seems fitting to array the 


4 The lack of such readily available testimony for the Wigsell Cul- 

s as the seventeenth century heralds recorded for most of the 
long established families of Kent and Sussex is a curious consequence 
of their family history. They do not appear in the Visitation of Kent, 
1619 (Harl. Soc., vol. xlii) because they were then of Sussex, and they 
do not appear in the Visitation of Sussex, 1633-34 (ibid., vol. liii) be- 
cause they were then of Kent; finally, they do not appear in the 
Visitation of Kent, 1663 (ibid., vol. liv) because they had not then re- 
established the territorial relations which had been uprooted by the civil 
wars. 
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generations of the proprietors of the Northern Neck, not in 
mere glittering heraldry, nor yet, in the contemptuous phrase 
of the post-revolutionary historians, as ‘unworthy favorites of 
a profligate king,’ but to prove their title to be included in the 
honourable company which Alexander Brown enrolled as the 
Founders of America. 


CHAPTER ONE 
The Pageant of the Culpepers 


In Charles I’s peerage patent of 1644 the house we are to 
study was described as ‘the Antient and Noble family of the 
Colepepers,® in our counties of Kent and Sussex many ages 
past renowned for persons of eminent ability both in war and 
peace.’ They first appear upon the records in the time of 
King John. When Edward I was on the throne one of them 
was Porter (or Castellan) of Leeds Castle under the Lord 
Badlesmere, with four sons, all vigorous men at arms; who, 
after serving against the Scots, became involved in the futile 
rebellion of Thomas, earl of Lancaster, against Edward II. 
The two of them from whom all the subsequent Culpepers were 
descended then first wrote their name on the page of national 
history by getting themselves conspicuously hanged by a wrath- 
ful king.6 Undaunted by this experience, in Queen Mary’s 
time, two more of them were again ‘rebels,’ being ‘out’ in 


5 So the name was originally, and so it now is again among those 
of the family who persist. But from the earliest records it is oc- 
casionally spelled, as it was doubtless always pronounced, Culpeper. 
After the Restoration this form became common usage and so passed 
into Virginia history and topography. For this last reason we have 
here used it consistently. 

There has long been current in the Fairfax family a tradition that 
the Dutch wife of the second Lord Colepeper made a mistake in 
spelling her new English name and, being a strong minded woman, 
insisted on her descendants ratifying her mistake. The demonstrated 
fact that this lady did make mistakes in spelling cannot, however, 
offset the testimony of the contemporary use of the form Culpeper 
by entirely distinct branches of a numerous family. 

® Holinshed, 1807 ed., ii, 563, $09; Weever, Antient Funeral Monu- 
ments (ed. Tooke, 1767), p. 69; Wykeham-Martin, Leeds Castle, p. 115. 
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Wyatt’s Kentish rising against the Spanish marriage ; but they, 
more fortunate than their ancestors, escaped with no more 
than an imprisonment in the Tower and a temporary seques- 
tration of their property.’ 

Despite these checks, the family grew progressively until 
at the beginning of the seventeenth century Camden* could 
say of them, ‘I have noted at one time there were twelve knights 
and baronets of this house alive together ;’ and it was on such 
a footing that they gallantly atoned their adolescent intract- 
ability by giving to Charles I the unanimous support which 
ruined them as a house. 

The family papers of the Culpepers are, unfortunately, lost; 
so that, lacking the colour of such material, they must be 
estimated largely on the testimony of such scraps of public 
records as array a procession of their ghosts. The roll, in- 
complete as it is, has enough variety and interest to make one 
wish for more detail. 

Their men of the robe would be lead by a recognitor magnae 
assisae of the time of King John;* a Judge of Common Pleas 


7 They were Thomas!® of Bedgebury, and Thomas!® of Aylesford. 
See Holingshed, iv, 21; The Chronicle of Queen Jane (Camden Soc. 
No. 48), pp. 36, 54, 71; Acts P. C., 1552-53, p. 306; 1554-56, p. 13. 

8 Remains concerning Britain, tit. Armouries, s. v. Culpeper. The 
number may be extended to sixteen by including all the Knights dubbed 
by Elizabeth and the Stuart Kings, viz: : 

Of Bedgebury: (1) Sir Anthony, 1560-1618, and his sons (2) Sir 
Alexander, 1581-1639, and (3) Sir Thomas, 1598-1643, of St. Stephens. 

Of Wigsell: (4) Sir John, 1600-1660, later raised to the peerage; 
(5) Sir Thomas, 1600-1638, of Folkington; (6) Sir Thomas, 1575-1661, 
the elder, of Hollingbourne, and his sons (7) Sir Cheney, 1601-1663, 
and (8) Sir Thomas, the younger, 1625-1697; (9) Sir Martin, 1579- 
1604, of Feckenham; and his brother (10) Sir Stephen, 1580-1611; 
(11) Sir Alexander, 1570-1645 of Greenway Court. — ; 

Of Wakehurst: (12) Sir Edward ob., 1630, and his sons (13) Sir 
John, 1594-1621, and (14) Sir William, 1602-1678, the last named cre- 
ated a baronet. 

Of Aylesford: (15) Sir Thomas ob., 1604, and his son (16) Sir 
William, 1588-1651, the last named created a baronet. _ ‘ 

It will be noted that of the four branches of the family which flour- 
ished under the Stuarts, one became extinct, one was raised to the 
peerage, and the other two clinched their golden spurs by buying baron- 
etcies. 

9 Pipe Rolls, cited in Philipot, Villare Cantianum (1776 ed), p. 271. 
A recognitor was an assessor, not a judge as Philipot suggests 
as Mr. Wykeham-Martin argues. See Pollock and Maitland, History 
of English Law, 2d ed., ii, 622, and Oxford Dict., s. v. 
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of the time of Henry IV;?° a Master of the Rolls of the time 
of Charles I; and a colonial Governor of the time of Charles 
II; supported by sixteen Sheriffs'! of Kent, Sussex and Wor- 
cestershire, and a round dozen of Parliamentmen,’ ranging 
down from Edward I to George II. 

Then would follow their soldiers, veterans of all England’s 
wars from that against the ‘Scots who hae wi Wallace bled,’ 
through the rivalries of the Roses, the Hundred Years fight- 
ing with France, the sixteenth century death grapple with 
Spain, to the Troubles and the subsequent contests with the 
Dutch for command of the sea. Among them we can, however, 
identify only the rebellious brothers of the time of Edward 
II, whom we have already mentioned; the sturdy squire who 
fought at Agincourt under the banner of Sir William Bouchier 
with a younger brother and five yeomen archers from among 
his father’s tenants ;'* the almost anonymous liegemen of the 
Red Rose ;'4 an under Marshal of Calais, temp. Henry VIII; 
an Elizabethan youth entered in a visitation pedigree only as 
‘slayne in Holland,’ fighting for the Dutch under Sir Francis 
Vere ;¥® the Restoration sailor who ‘was in four sea fights’ 
against the Dutch ;!7 and the several cavaliers we are to meet 
later. 

The next company would be a small band of book men, the 
herbalist who practised astrology, and, to the rage of the 
medical profession, translated the pharmacopaeia into English 
so that all men might prescribe for themselves ;!* a pair of 


10 Foss, Judges of England, p. 180. 

11 Sheriff. lists in Philipot; in Berry’s County Genealogies, Kent and 
Sussex, and in Fuller’s Worthies of England. 

12 Official Return of Members of Parliament, 1878. 

13 Sir N. H. Nicolas, The Battle of Agincourt, 1832, p. 361. 

14 List of Lancastrian gentry of Kent, 1433, in Fuller’s Worthies, ed. 
Nuttal, 1840, ii, 160. 

15 P. C. C. Holder, 16. 

16 Visitation of Sussex, 1633-34, ‘Culpeper of Fogington.’ 

17M. I. to John, third Lord Culpeper, in Hollingbourne Church. 

18 Nicholas Culpeper (1616-1654) of the Wakehurst family in Dict. 
v, 286. Gentlemans Magazine, (1797), 390, 

477; 


: 

: 

> 
ane 

i 
i 

| 
i} 
’ 
if 
J 
| 
. 
i 
| 
} 
4 
| 
‘| 
I. | 
| 
y 
f 
‘ 
i 
i 
| 
1 
i 
if 
} 
} 
. 


120 VIRGINIA HISTORICAL MAGAZINE 


earnest but dull writers against usury ;’® and a second rate 
poet who was the author also of a petition to Parliament, 
quite reasonably adjudged scandalous, that that august body 
should take a vacation from politics and go to work.”° 
Bringing up the rear would be the black sheep; two fortune 
hunting cadets of the time of Edward IV, who broke the 
word they had given as ‘gentylmen’ and ‘arayed in the man 
of warre’ abducted and forcibly married two co-heiresses, de- 
spite their ‘grete and pittious lamentacion,’ thereby establish- 
ing a new house of their name ;*1 the youthful lover of his 
cousin, Queen Katherine Howard ;** a swaggering colonel who 
was condemned to lose a hand for an act of violence within 
the verges of the court, but had sufficient parts to be elected 
to the Royal Society for his invention of ‘iron hearths for 
burning coals instead of freestone hearths which crack; 
a youth who in cold blood murdered an officer of the guards 
with a blunderbuss, but was pardoned because he was brother 
to a peer ;?* and the last baronet of the Wakehurst house who, 
in the early eighteenth century, gambled away his estate, and 
by continuing to frequent the resorts where others were do- 


19 Wood, Athenae O-xon., iii, 533. 

20 This was William (1665-1727), son of Sir Thomas, the younger, 
of Hollingbourne. His verses are included in Richard Savage’s Mis- 
cellaneous Poems, 1726. For the Kentish Petition of 1701 see Luttrell, 
Brief Relation, v, 47; Somers Tracts; and the comment in Ranke, 
History of England. 

21 Early Chancery Proceedings, Bundle 26, No. 304, cited by Col. 
Attree in Sussex Archzological Journal, x\vii, 60 

22 Letters and Papers of Henry VIII, xvi, 1334 ff. Gentlemans 
Magazine, \xvii (1797), 543. The mother of the Queen was of the 
Aylesford house. This Thomas, who was beheaded at Tyburn, 10 
November, 33 Hen. VIII [1541], was second son of Sir Alexander® 
of Bedgebury. See the litigation over his estate, Culpeper v. Bushe 
(1553) in Dyer’s Reports (1672 ed.), p. 100. 

23 Evelyn, Diary, 9 July, 1685; Luttrell, Brief Relation, i, 401, iv, 246; 
Record of the Royal Society, 1901; Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1666-67, 

p. 388; Collins’ Peerage (ed. Brydges), i i, 343; Culpeper v. Austin, 1682, 
; Chan. Cas., 221; Memoirs of Lady Fanshawe (ed. Sir N. H. Nicolas, 
1830), p 156. This Col. Thomas Culpeper (1637-1708), of St. Stephens 
near Leeman was of the Bedgebury family. The evidence for him, 
especially his MSS., preserved in the British Museum (Harl., Nos. 6819 
ff.), fully justify Sir Harris Nicolas’ characterization of him as ‘a 
most extraordinary character, and though a man of genius and eru- 
dition, very nearly a madman.’ 


24 Cheney, afterwards fourth and last Lord Culpeper. 
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ing the same thing after he could no longer take part, was 
pilloried by Pope in a cadenced contemptuous verse.*® 

Genealogically, in the seventeenth century, these Culpepers 
had divided from the Stammhaus of Bayhall (near Tunbridge 
Wells) into four principal branches, which, in the order of 
their seniority, were: (a) Bedgebury, in Kent; (b) Wigsell, 
in Sussex; (c) Wakehurst, in Sussex; and (d) Aylesford in 
Kent. All were prolific in Thomases and Johns, so that the 
student must walk warily among them to avoid confusion. 
Our present interest is, however, confined to the second house, 
which, as it befell, was to become the senior line and is, more- 
over, the only one of the four which still persists. 


The history of the Wigsell Culpepers falls naturally into 
three periods: (a) of quiet preparation for political oppor- 
tunity in comparative rural seclusion, principally at Wigsell ; 
(b) an efflorescence at Hollingbourne in the stimulating at- 
mosphere of a community of professional and Crown service 
families; and (c) decay and dissolution following the Revo- 
lution of 1688. 

The last professional soldier among them was the founder 
of their house, who died in the early years of the reign of 
Henry VIII. His son was educated in the law and made his 
career in country business; but his successors maintained them- 
selves for two generations as simple country gentlemen. That 
they did not accumulate wealth appears from the fact that 
neither of them was ever on a sheriff roll, nor did Queen 
Elizabeth honour them with a visit, as she did their cousins of 
Bedgebury (Nichols, Progresses of Q. Elizabeth, i, 334). The 
iron manufacturing which they carried on had passed its profit- 
able period, and they needed iterated marriages with heiresses 
to balance, at least once a generation, their easy going budgets. 

For all that this family thus lived for a time aloof from the 
great world, they did not degenerate. Beginning in the reign 
of Edward VI almost uniformly they put their sons through 


25 Moral Essays, Epistle III, On, the use of riches, verse 65, with 
Pope’s note of 1732. 
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the whole gamut of educational opportunity. They were sent 
first to Winchester, then to Oxford. Finally, with the ex- 
ception of a few who took orders in the church, they studied 
also at the Inns of Court. In the university lists, compiled by 
Foster and Venn, for the two generations preceding the civil 
wars there are recorded of the Culpepers twenty-one at Ox- 
ford, and ten at Cambridge. Of these thirty-one, fifteen went 
out of Wigsell, all to Oxford; and of that fifteen, thirteen 
were enrolled also members of the Middle Temple, while 
two more were of Gray’s Inn without having been to the 
university. The significance of these statistics is that the 
Wigsell Culpepers were never ‘mere’ lawyers ; they never sought 
an education in order to practice law and they never practised 
law long enough to produce a serjeant or a judge. They 
studied law as they went to Oxford, as modern men do, for 
the sake of a liberal education. 

So far as concerns their residence in the chancery inns, and 
even in the inns of court, they were in the strict tradition of 
the Tudor gentry ;?* who generally sent their sons thither 
from the grammar schools, to acquire what the Greeks called 
mousike (i. e., manners and such a smattering of law as might 
fit them for responsibility in country business); but in the 
sixteenth century it was unusual for men of that kind of 
breeding to go to the universities, unless they expected to 
become parsons. Roger Ascham testifies to the point explicitly 
in The Schoolmaster (1570) : 


‘If a father have foure sons,’ he said, ‘three faire and well 
formed, both mynde and bodie, the fourth wretched, lame 
and deformed, his choice shal be to put the worst to learning, 
as one good enough to becom a scholer. I have spent the most 


26 This practice began after the inauguration of the Tudor justices 
of the peace recruited among the country gentry. Stow says (Survey 
of London, 1598), ‘the inns of Chancery . . . want not some... 
young students that come thither sometimes from one of the univer- 
sities and sometimes immediately from grammar schools [to spend] 
some time in studying upon the first elements and grounds of the law 
. . . and perform the exercise . . . called Boltas Mootes and putting 
of cases.’ They were taught also ‘to dance, sing and play instrumental 
music.’ See the article, Jnns of Court in the Encyclopaedia Britannica, 
eleventh edition. 
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parte of my life in the Universitie and therefore can beare 
witness that many fathers commonlie do thus.’ 


To attain education, the Wigsell Culpepers thus broke 
through a class prejudice, and it may fairly be deduced that 
it was because they did so during several preparatory gene- 
rations that they were qualified to take the high average po- 
sition in Jacobean society which Camden noted. 

That position was achieved, after they had removed to Hol- 
lingbourne, by the diligent practice of politics, for which legal 
studies had qualified them. In this they were as typical of 
the earliest Stuart era as those sterling soldiers, the St. Legers, 
to whose Kentish lands they succeeded, were racy of Tudor 
times. Before the Culpepers appeared on the great scene, to 
participate in government administration and serious service 
in both houses of parliament, they served a local apprentice- 
ship. Facile with the pen, and persuasive with the tongue, 
they became county leaders because they were recognised to 
be the embodiment of enlightened conservatism. Whether re- 
sisting the payment of ship money and the abuse of royal 
farms of monopolies of necessities of life, or arguing for the 
reduction of ‘usury,’ they were neither democrats nor fanatics, 
but stood resolute for ordered authority against theoretical 
innovations. They held with Lord Falkland that when there 
is not a necessity for change, there is a necessity not to 
change. 

Estimating the community in which they played this part, 
a modern historian has crystallized at once their achievement 
and the cause of it: 


‘When the public opinion of Kent was finally voiced (whether 
fighting for the Prayer Book or against ship money) it coin- 
cided remarkably nearly with the verdict of posterity. Its 
ruling families, Finchs, Wottons, Culpepers and Derings, rep- 
resented a royalist but staunchly Protestant outlook ... a 
conservative moderation different entirely from the royalism 
of Cornwall or the North.’ 
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CHAPTER Two 
Wigsell 


At the time of their check at the hands of Edward II, the 
Culpepers seem to have recently inaugurated their characteristic 
practice of land acquisition by the time honoured expedient 
of marrying heiresses. It was from their first manor so ac- 
quired, that of Bayhall in the Kentish parish of Pembury on 
the southern border of the weald, that they spread, as Hasted 
remarks, ‘over the whole face of the county’ of Kent; and, 
we may add, eventually of adjacent Sussex as well. 

In this process, the Walter Culpeper who fought at Agin- 
court, being of the seventh recorded generation of his family,*? 
put his roots in the ground a few miles southeast of Bayhall. 
About 1425 he married the widow of the last Bedgebury of 
Bedgebury in Goudhurst and was buried with that family in 
Goudhurst church. His tomb described him as ‘arm. filius 
Thome Culpeper militis . . . obiit 24 Novemb. 1462’ (Weever, 
Antient Funeral Monuments, 1767 ed., p. 69) ; which identifies 
him genealogically as the Walter, son of Thomas, who himself 
left sons, John, Richard and Nicholas, as rehearsed in DeBanco 
Roll, 4 Edw. IV, Hilary Term, membrane 484. 

It follows that it was this last mentioned John who served 
the office of Sheriff of Kent in 7 Edw. IV (1468) and was 
buried in Goudhurst, beside his father ; being described on his 
tomb as ‘Iohannis Culpeper, militis . . . obiit 22 Decemb. 1480 
(Weever, loc. cit.). 

It appears from an indenture dated 4 January, 21 Henry 
VIII [1529/30] which has survived (Harl. Charter, 76 H 12) 
that Sir John® left a will (otherwise lost) disposing of his es- 
tates among two sons, Alexander and Walter, named respect- 
ively for their maternal uncle, Alexander Clifford of Bobbing 


27 As to the earliest generations of the Culpepers, we have followed 
the reasoned and documented enumerations of Col. F. W. T. Attree in 
his study of The Sussex Culpepers (Sussex Archeological Journal, 
xlvii, 47 ff.), which has superseded the authority of the Culpeper 
pedigrees in Wykeham-Martin, Leeds Castle, 1868. 
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(thus introducing among the Culpepers a name which was to 
appear in Virginia), and for their grandfather, the Squire 
of Agincourt. These estates included the manors acquired 
by the Bedgebury marriage (Bedgebury and Haselden) in 
Kent, an inherited Culpeper manor (Wigsell) in Sussex, and 
certain lands in Essex which Sir John had purchased; and 
the will in question divided them among the two sons, the 
intention of the testator being that, despite the Kentish custom 
of gavelkind, the elder should take all the lands in Kent, and 
the younger those in Sussex and Essex. 

Wigsell, which thus devolved upon Water® and was to be 
the seat of three generations of his descendants, was at the 
time of the death of Walter’s father a manor ‘holden by Knights 
service of the Lord of the Castle of Hastings,’ consisting of 
some 600 acres of plough and pasture, with as much more 
of wood and heath, in the Sussex parish of Salehurst; lying 
close under the southwestern border of Kent, not far from 
Bayhall and Bedgebury. It was purchased in 1348 (Sussex 
Feet of Fines, 22 Edward III) from Simon de Etchingham by 
Sir John Culpeper ;5 whose heir, Sir Thomas,® records in his 
will of 1429 (Harl. Ch., 80 H 27) that it was settled upon 
him on the occasion of his first marriage. Wigsell was not 
yet a place of residence, however: its original value lay in 
the supply of charcoal which its forest cover provided for the 
iron smelting industry in which the Culpepers, like so many 
of their neighbours in the Weald, were profitably engaged in 
the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries (Victoria County His- 
tory, Sussex, ii, 241). At the death of Sir John,® Wigsell 
must already have been somewhat denuded and so of less value 
than it had been; but the title was sufficient, nevertheless, to 
enable its inheritor to pursue the thrifty practice of his an- 
cestors and negotiate a marriage which established Culpeper 
of Wigsell for a century and a half to come. 

With the founding of this house, from which came the 
proprietors of the Northern Neck of Virginia, we begin our 
detailed examination of genealogical testimonies. 
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IX. Walter Culpeper (Sir John* of Bedgebury), 1475?- 
1515, of Calais and Wigsell, began life, like his grandfather, 
the squire of Agincourt for whom he was named, as a pro- 
fessional soldier; but, unlike his grandfather, he did not live 
to retire to his estates. The earliest record of him is on the 
page of national history, at the very end of his career. 

The Chronicle of Calais (Camden Society, No. 35, p. 6) 
recites him in October, 1508, as under marshall of that town, 
present at the treaty for the marriage of Mary, daughter of 
Henry VII to the Duke of Burgundy, afterwards the em- 
peror Charles V; and in that capacity there was assigned to 
him at the beginning of the next reign (July, 1509) a Crown 
tenement in Fisherstrete in Calais and an annuity of £20 out 
of the revenues of the town. Two years later, in November, 
1511, being then recited a ‘squire of the body’ of Henry VIII, 
he was granted also the post of bailiff of the Scavage of Calais 
and the isle of Colne (L. & P. Henry VIII, i, 47, 94, 298). 

His crowded hour came in August, 1513, when his young 
master was engaged in the invasion of France to assert an 
outworn claim of inheritance of that realm, and it was Walter’s 
fortune to be left for the moment in responsible command of 
the garrison of Calais. The chronicler Hall records (Holin- 
shed, iii, 580) that as the King lay before Therouanne on the 
Flemish border, the captain of Boulogue made a night foray on 
Calais seeking booty and to insult the invading English. Ar- 
riving with a thousand men at the bridge which defended the 
causey leading to the town, the Frenchman surprised the guard 
and captured the ordnance there mounted. Retaining 600 
men at the bridge ‘for a stale,’ he then dispatched the remain- 
ing 400 ‘into the marishes and meadows to fetch away the 
beasts and cattle which they should find there.” Some of these 
foragers approached so near the walls of Calais as to raise the 
alarm, whereupon 


‘about five of the clocke in the morning the gate of Calis, 
called Bullongue gate, was opened, and by permission of the 
deputie one Culpeper, the under marshall, with two hundred 
archers under a banner of Saint George, issued forth,’ and 
‘set so fiercelie on that finallie the Frenchmen were discomfited 
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and four and twentie of them slaine, besides twelve score that 
were made prisoners and all the ordnance and bootie again 
recouered. se prisoners were brought to Calais and there 
sold in open market.’ 


Walter® died before June 24, 1515 (when he was recited 
dead on the appointment of Sir H. Banaster to his bailiffry, 
L. & P. Henry VIII, ii, 168), leaving a will which bristles with 
as many old world weapons as a modern museum, as follows, 
viz: 

P. C. C. Holder, 16. 
Dated September 14, 1514. 
Proved April 28, 1516. 


I, Walter Colepepir, onder mshall of the town of Calays. To be 
byried in the Resurreccon Chapell within Saint Nicholas Churche, to 
the whiche chapell my newe poleax and ij of my spere staffs, myn 
Ermite and my swarde. To St George Chapell within the same 
Church my cote of plate couered wt chamiet and myn old polleax. 
To Jesus Chapell wtin the seyd Churche my best Javelyn and a copyll 
of my spere stavys. Unto St John in the wall 6». Vnto the reparacons 
of the said Church of St Nicholas 10». I Wyll that Anne my wyff 
haue all my lands lying within the Shyres of Kent and Sussex, or 
in any other place within the Realme of England during hir lyff; 
and after hir decesse to remayne to the heires of my body lawfully 
begotten after the course of the comen lawe of Ynglond and laudable 
customes of the seyd Shyres of Kent and Sussex where the lond 
lyeth. To my seruants, that ar sworne in the Retynewe her onder 
me and in my petie wags, ther brigandynes, folds, standards, saletts 
and musteryn cotes, stavys and saletts that they wer wont to were 
at the musterys. To Richard Payn myn old seruant my gowne of 
marble colour furred. To Henry hacuplaynt my veluet doublet, my 
blak jacket and oon sheff of arowes. To Richard Borne my blak 
cote of cloth bordered with Sarsenet and oon sheff of arowes. To 
the Churche of Newenden for the discharging of my consciens of 
such duties as I owe to the same 4 mks sterling. Church of Gowtherst 
40 sterling. Church of Sevenoke 3*. If the next heires of Thomas 
Ratlyff of Newenden will pay to my wyff £5 sterling then they shall 
have the croft and house place that was Thomaseys ther fader to 
theym and their heirs. Margaret Swayne my seruant my blak gowne 
lyned wt Sarcenet. To Nanne the bedrede woman’s daughter oon 
payr of myn old hoses and ij of my shirts. To my cosyn Otewell 
Gaynesford my blak damask cote. To my cosyn George Gaynesford 
my damask cote of white and grene. To my cosyn Lewes Clyfford 
my crossebowe and wenlasse and my gune wt* her apparel. To Henry 
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Tetle my bowe case of tymbre and one sheff of arowes. My galber- 
dyne of scarlet bordered wt veluet to my sone Thomas. To my 
daughter Elizabeth Welford my grete lewte and oon dosyn of fyne 
dyaper napkins. To my brodyr Alexander Colepepyr my white har- 
nesse complete. Residue to Anne Colepepyr my wyff to se me honestly 
byried, and to se Anthony and Willm our sonnys founde to schole. 
She is to be executrix. Wrytyn wt myn own hand. Witnesses Henry 
Hacupleynt, Richard Borne and Willm Annyley. 

In the presence of Robert Wyndebanke and of John Wyndebanke 
who have subscribed ther names wt® ther own hands. Robert Wynde- 
bank pson of Colne. John Wyndbank Solgyer of Calays. 

Proved by Anne C. relict and executrix. 


He m. 1500(?) Anne, dau. and heiress of Harry Aucher 
of Losenham in Newenden, co. Kent, 


[The m. is shown on both the Culpeper and Aucher pedi- 
grees recorded at the Visitation of Kent, 1619, in Harl. Pub., 
xlii, pp. 62, 181. Thereby it appears that the Losenham 
Auchers, here in question, were the senior stem of an ancient 
Kentish family, of which the junior and persisting branch, 
seated at Otterden (Hasted, ii, 501), also had ties with Ameri- 
ca. One of them was the wife of Sir Humphrey Gilbert, 
the half brother of Sir Walter Raleigh; another, Sir Anthony 
Aucher, whose mother was a daughter of Archbishop Sandys, 
was a member of the Council for the Virginia Company 
(Brown, Genesis, ii, 818). Their blood was brought to the 
colony by the Lovelaces and Gorsuches (Va. Mag., xvii, 292; 
XXvi, 393; xxviii, 285). 

Losenham lies near the Sussex border, a few miles south- 
east of Wigsell. It remained a Culpeper property from this 
m. until 1628, when (Hasted, iii, 78) it was sold by Sir 
John'* (i. e., the first lord, not his grandfather as implied by 
Hasted). 

‘Anne my wyff’ named in the will of Walter® completes her 
identification by the reference to her father and children in 
her own will, which was as follows: 


Canterbury Consistory Court 15: 1609. 
Will dated September 4, 24 Hen. VIII [1532]. 


Anne Culpeper widow: If I die at Canterbury, to be buried at the 
Friars Observants there. If I die at Cranbrooke, to be buried at the 
Friars of Lossenam [i. e.., the Carmelite priory founded by Sir Thomas 
Fitz-Aucher in 26 Henry III (1241), which was suppressed a few years 
after the date of this will, when the lands were granted to Anne Cul- 
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peper’s son, as will appear post], beside my father there buried. To 
house of Friars where I am buried 10 marks; and to the other house 
40s. £20 for my burial, my months mind & years mind. [To] an 
honest priest, to sing in the chapel of Hawteregge for souls of me, 
my husband, my father and mother [my brethren] Elizabeth, William 
& John, and for all mine, and for all Christian souls, 20 marks. To 
William my son my wedding ring and all my plate, except my little 
low salt with the cover and 6 best spoons; which [last] I will to 
my daur. Anne Tooke. To my son William Colepeper, stock in Losse- 
nam and my stuff of household, so that he doth accept it for his 100 
marks [for] which I stand bound to Master John Baker. To every 
of the children of Elizabeth my daur. 40s. at their marriage, or 18; 
portion of any dying before then, to Francis Wylford, the second 
son of Thomas W., at 18; but if he die, same to his sisters. To 
said Francis £6, 13s. 4d. to his finding to his learning. To Anne, 
Custaunce [Constance], Katherine and Mary daurs. of Thomas Wyl- 
ford, my goddaurs., all my apparell equally; except to my daur. Cole- 
peper 2 gowns & kirtle. To Sir Walter Dowle [parish priest at 
Cranbrooke] 26s. 8d., to buy him a gown. To servants 3 yards of 
black at 4s. a yd. Rest of goods to my son William and he to be 
executor. Master Thomas Wylford & Master John Baker esquires 
to be supervisors; and to them 40s. apiece. 

Thomas Wylford esquire, Gervase Hendle the elder [of Cranbrooke], 
Walter Hendle, son of said Gervase, William Lynche and Walter 
Dowle priest, [who] now stand enfeoffed [to my use] of lands in 
parishes of Newinden, Rowynden, Byddenden, etc. in shires of Kent 
and Sussex, to stand seized [1] of my lands called the Barre and the 
Grove and my lands late purchased of John Twysden, to the use 
of my son William Colepeper in fee if he perform my legacies; other- 
wise to sell said lands for performance of legacies; and [2] of all 
my other manors, lands, etc., to the use of my said son in tail; in 
default to heirs of my body; in default to my right heirs, according 
to the will of Harry Ager, esq. my father. 

If the heirs of one Ratclyffe pay my exor £5, they to have a house 
and a croft [in Newenden] again which sometime was the Ratclyffes 
{i. e., a repetition of similar provision in her husband’s will]. 

Witnesses: Thomas Wylford esquyre [her son-in-law], Walter Dowle 
priest, James Wylford [her grandson] & others.] 


and by her had 


i Anne, living 1532, m. ————— Tooke. 


[As she was not named in Walter Culpeper’s will (1 514), 
the only testimony for her is the legacy in her mother’s will 
(1532) to ‘my daughter Anne Tooke.’ 
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There is no clew to her husband in any of the Kentish Visi- 
tation pedigrees: certainly he was not of the family of ‘Toke 
of Bere’ in West Cliffe. But the Sir Brian Tuke (spelled also 
Tooke and Tuck) who was clerk of the Council of Calais in 
1510 and later Secretary to Wolsey and Henry VIII (D. N. 
B. re-issue, xix, 1252), while a Kentish man, acquired 
lands, on which his descendants lived, in Essex (Morant, i, 
407) ; and it will be recalled that this Anne C.’s father also held 
lands in Essex under the will of Sir John C.2 Moreover Sir 
Brian Tuke’s father was a Richard Tuck, and the Wylford 
pedigree shows that a daughter of ‘Anne Tooke’s’ sister married 
a Richard Tuck of a later generation. Considering these evi- 
dences and the propensity of Kentish families (like Virginia 
families) to marry cousins, it is possible that this was such a 
marriage; and that ‘Anne Tooke’s husband was of the family 
of Sir Brian Tuke.] 


ii Elizabeth, d. ante., 1532, m. ante. 1514, Thomas Wylford 
of Hartridge in Cranbrooke, co. Kent. 


[She is named in her father’s will (1514) ‘my daughter 
Elizabeth Welford,’ and referred to in her mother’s will (1532) 
as then dead, by provision for ‘the children of Elizabeth, my 
daughter .. . the children of Thomas Wylford.’ The m. was 
noted at the Visitation of Kent, 1619, not only in the Culpeper 
pedigree but in that of the Wylfords (Harl. Pub., xlii, 53, 61, 
104). From the latter it appears that the James Wylford, 
who witnessed his maternal grandmother’s will in 1532, was 
that outstanding soldier, Sir James Wylford (1516-1550), who 
distinguished himself at the battle of Pinkie (1547) and sub- 
sequently withstood a notable siege at Haddington (D. N. B. 
re-issue, xxi, 236; Froude, Edward VI, chap. 11). 

As a family, the Wylfords had several ties with Virginia. 
One sister of Sir James m. Archbishop Sandys (see her MI. 
in Morant Essex, ii, 34) and another m. Leonard Digges of 
Wooton, co. Kent, from whom descended the Edward Digges 
of Belfield, York County, Virginia, Governor of the colony, 
1655-58, whose name was long a synonym for the best Virginia 
mild tobacco, the ‘E Dees’ (Va. Mag., xvii, 292). It would 
be interesting to prove a connection with these Wylfords of that 
Dr. Robert Wellford of Fredericksburg, of the generation after 
the American Revolution whose descendants have inter-married 
with Virginia families. See W. & M. Quar., xi, 1; x, 139.] 


iii Thomas, living, 1514, but o. s. p. ante., 1532. 
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iv Anthony, living, 1514, but o. s. p. ante., 1532. 
[They are both named in their father’s will (1514) ; but not 


in that of their mother (1532), which treats the youngest son, 
William, as the heir.] 


v William (1509?-1559) of Wigsell, of whom presently. 


X. William Culpeper (Walter® of Calais), 1509?-1559, of 
Hunton and Wigsell, born a youngest son, was named in his 
father’s will (1514) as ‘my sonne Willm,’ with provision to be 
‘founde to schole.’ That this injunction was carried out and 
that he was put through grammar school, and sent thence to 
London to reside at either Barnard’s or Staple Inn, may be 
deduced from his admission to Grays Inn in 1530 (Foster, fo. 

This would be the year he came of age, when the deaths of 
his two elder brothers had already left him his father’s heir. 
This appears both from the contemporary instrument (Harl. 
Charter, 76 H 12, already cited) which confirmed to William 
as ‘son and heir’ of his father the dispositions of the will of 
Sir John® in favor of Walter®; and from his mother’s will two 
years later. 

It may be that William Culpeper began life as a practising 
lawyer. The earliest public record of him is not in itself in- 
consistent with such an hypothesis. In 1538 he was included 
in the long list of gentlemen enrolled as ‘servants’ to Henry 
VIIT’s servant Thomas Cromwell, then Lord Privy Seal and 
at the dizzy height of his prosperity; for he was not part of 
the household, but one of those who were to attend only when 
called (L. & P. Henry VIII, xiii, pt. 2, p. 497). The patron- 
age resulting from this service was part of the contemporary 
spoil of the monasteries. He had a grant of an annuity 
charged on the priory of Christ Church at Canterbury, and on 
March 10, 1538/9, the seizin of the lands of the dissolved 

28So far as the surviving records show, William!® of Wigsell was 
the first of the Culpepers to be enrolled at any of the Inns of Court 
merely for education. Those of his name who preceded him (and 
there were several, including Henry IV’s judge) all made careers as 


lawyers and were called to be serjeants, or at least ‘ancients’ of 
their inns. 
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priory of Losenham, which his Aucher ancestor had founded 
(ibid., xiv, pt. I, p. 224; xx, pt. I, p. 324). 

It is significant that in all these testimonies William’® ap- 
pears only in relation to Kent. In his grant of the priory of 
Losenham he is, indeed, described as ‘of Hunton,’ while his 
second son was listed at Winchester College in 1553 (Kirby, 
Winchester Scholars, 1888, p. 132) by the same qualification. 
Thus it appears that on his marriage, which took place in 1530 
as appears from the record of the family settlement of that 
year, William!® established himself, not at Wigsell, but in the 
midst of the Kentish weald, on the river Beult near its junc- 
tion with the Medway. This was an eminently agreeable 
place of residence, but Hunton was not a Culpeper lordship. 
It was vested in the Wyatts of Allington (Hasted, ii, 229), 
a family which, like the Culpepers, later produced a Governor 
of Virginia. 

In relation to the Wyatts William Culpeper achieved also 
his next appearance in a public record: for when, in January, 
1540/1, Sir Thomas Wyatt, the poet, was involved in Crom- 
well’s downfall and for some weeks was held a prisoner in 
the Tower, William Culpeper was, on Wyatt’s nomination, 
permitted by the Privy Council to have the custody of Alling- 
ton Castle (L. & P. Henry VIII, xvi, 229). He did not, 
however, persistently follow their fortunes. Whether, unlike 
his youthful kinsmen of Bedgebury and Aylesford, he re- 
membered the check his family had had in the reign of Ed- 
ward II, whether he had never accepted the break with Rome 
(three of his sons were named for saints), or whether it was 
merely his fortieth year which counselled prudence, William 
was loyal to Queen Mary’s government in the crisis of 1553 
and did not follow the poet’s son into ‘Wyatt’s rebellion.’ His 
record then was that of an active justice of the peace; at first 
in organizing police, and, after the danger had passed, charged 
with the custody of sequestered estates (Acts P. C., 1554-56, 
pp. 70, 85). 

In the course of this last duty William moved his residence 
several times, which explains why his third son, Martin, was 
entered at Winchester (Kirby, supra) as ‘of Barfriston’ in east 
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Kent. It follows that it was not until the very end of his 
life that William settled down at Wigsell, where he made the 
following will: 

P. C. C. Chaynay, 61. 

Dated November 16, 1559. 

Proved December 6, 1559. 

I, Willm Culpeper of Wigsell in the County of Sussex, Esquire. 
To be buried in the parish church of Salehurste, in the chapell where 
my good dere wife Cicely Culpeper doth lye. £10 for a tome, to sett 
on my grave. [This injunction was duly carried out. The elaborate 
monument, with recumbent figures, was defaced during the Com- 
monwealth, and only recently has been removed from the Wigsell 
Chapel in Salehurst Church. See Hodson, Salehurst, 1914, p. 48]. To 
poor householders of Bodyam [the Sussex parish adpoining Sale- 
hurst] 20s. To reparation of Church of Newynden £3. 6. 8. To 
William Grantham my seruant 20s. a yere for life. To Mr. Hyde 
scolemaster of Wynchester [where his sons had their first education] 
30s. To Elizabeth Wilgosse and Anne Edolf my daughters £5 each 
for a silver cup with my arms to be graven on it. To Edward Donck 
of Hawkherst [ancestor of the earl of Halifax, who was President 
of the Board of Trade and governed Virginia in the consulship of 
Fauquier] my newe cloth gowne furred; and to John Twysden [an- 
cestor of Sir Roger Twysden, the antiquary] my ffryce coot. Resi- 
duary legatee and Executor, John Culpeper my eldest son. Overseer, 
my nephew John Tufton of Hothfield Esq. to whom my graye cur- 
tall geldynge [The son of this John Tufton was named Overseer in 
the will (1590) of Francis C.11 of Greenway Court. See post]. 
Witnesses: Willm Grantham, Willm Topham, John Webbe, George 
Pix, John Tuton, Marye Tufton, Symon Edolfe, Anne Edolfe, Rich. 
Lacheford. 

As to my lands in Sussex and Kent: to John my son, my manors 
of Lossenham and Louedean in Kent, my mshe in Newynden called 
the ffryers mshe [i. e., the priory of Losenham], my lands called 
Scotts in Sandherste and Newynden [i. e., the Barrett lands he had 
with his wife] and a yerely rent of £3 out of Walland marshe, also 
two parts of my manor of Wigsell in the county of Sussex in three 
partes divided, if the said John pay unto Fraunces Culpeper my second 
son, Marten Culpeper my third son, Walter Culpeper my fourth son, 
Thomas Culpeper my fifth son, Edmonde Culpeper my vij son 
#5 a year each for life, and to Richard Culpeper my vj™ son an 
annuity of £6. 13. 4.—all the above with the right of entry in de- 
fault of payment on two parts of the manor of Wigsell. My manor 
of Heryngden in [Tenterden] Kent to John my son to pay my debts 
and legacies; or, if he will not, to Francis and Martin my sons. 
Proved by John Colepeper executor. 
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He m. 1530, Cicely, dau of John Barrett of Belhouse in 
Alvethy, co. Essex, 


[The Culpeper family settlement of 4 January, 1529/30 
(Harl. Chart., 76 H 12, already cited) provided for the hold- 
ing of Wigsell by trustees ‘to the use of said Anne Cole- 
pepyr [widow of Walter®] for life; remainder to said Wil- 
liam C. and Cecele Barett, and the heirs of their bodies; in 
default to said William C. in tail; in default to the right 
heirs of said Sir Alexander C. [of Bedgebury].’ This is 
testimony at once that on the date of the charter of 1530 
the marriage had been arranged and was still to be con- 
summated. 

In the Culpeper pedigree returned at the Visitation of 
Kent, 1619, the bride is described only as ‘Cecelia, filia . . . 
Barrett,’ but the Barrett pedigree returned at the Visitation 
of Essex, 1612, which also certifies the marriage, identifies 
the bride’s father. 

The Barretts, descended from a companion of the Con- 
queror (see the Visitation of Essex, 1612, Harl. Pub., vol. 
xiii, 145), were long seated in Hawkhurst, co. Kent (Hasted, 
iii, 72), but in 1397 one of them m. the heiress of the fam- 
ily of Belhouse in Essex and removed thither his residence 
(Morant, i, 78). His descendants were raised to the peer- 
age by James I as barons Newburgh of Fife after an in- 
termarriage with the Falkland Carys. 

The John Barrett of Belhouse, whose daughter m. Wil- 
liam!®, but who died in 1526, before that marriage was cele- 
brated, is described by Morant as ‘applying himself to the 
study of the law, became eminent in that profession.’ His 
contemporary, John Leland the antiquary, in his Encomia 
Illust. viror. (Works, 1774 ed., v, p. 107), vaunts his fo- 
rensic eloquence in latin verse: 


‘Sic tua sollicitos facundia rara clientes 
Sublevet, et medio stet tua caussa foro.’ 


It would seem, therefore, that it must have been the tra- 
dition of this John Barrett, quite as much as the legal edu- 
cation of William Culpeper himself, which was the inspi- 
ration of the procession of the Wigsell Culpepers towards 
the Inns of Court.] 


and by her had?® 


29It is at this point that confusion begins in the testimonies for 


the Wigsell 
The return of Bedgebury at the Visitation of Kent, 1619, carried 
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i John (1531-1612) of Wigsell, of whom hereafter. 


ii Elizabeth, m. John Wildigos of Iridge in Salehurst, co. 
Sussex. 


[She is named in her father’s will ‘Elizabeth Wilgosse, my 
daughter,’ and was bur. in Salehurst, 1606, as ‘uxor Johannis 
Wildigos, armiger.’ 

Her husband appears in the Elizabethan records as the col- 
league of his brother-in-law, John™, in the commission of the 
peace and as church warden of Salehurst. 

For this family, long since extinct, see Berry, Sussex, and 
Hodson, Salehurst.| 


iii Anne, m. Simon Edolphe of St. Radigunds, co. Kent. 


[She is named in her father’s will, ‘Anne Edolf, my 
daughter.’ The m. is noted in the Edolphe pedigree certified 
at the Visitation of Kent, 1663. 

For this family see the full pedigree in Misc. Genealogica et 
Heraldica, N. S., iv, 169.] 


iv Francis (1538-1591) of Greenway Court, co. Kent, of 
whom hereafter. 


v Martin (1540-1605) of Feckenham, co. Worcester, of 
whom hereafter. 


vi Walter (1541 ?-1616) of Handborough, co. Oxon, 0. s. 
p. m. 


[He is named in his father’s will (1559) ‘Walter Culpeper 
my fourth son.’ He seems to have been the first of his 
family to matriculate at Hart Hall, Oxford, whence he grad- 


their cousins of Wigsell to and including the eldest son of William, 
and there stopped abruptly. Intending to bring this deduction up to 
1619, the heralds subsequently made a note (Stow MS., 618) —- 
out all the sons of William! and proceeding with the descendants o 
the eldest to and including his grandson, Sir John!%, whose identity 
is established by the entry of his two marriages. But in tacking this 
extension to the visitation pedigree, some successor of Stow assumed 
that the John and his brothers with which it began were the sons 
of the last John entered on the visitation pedigrees; and in conse- 
quence that sacrosanct genealogical authority, the Harl. Pub. (in 
vol. xlii) is guilty of the duplication of a generation at Wigsell. 
Meanwhile, Hasted also contributed a red herring. Seeing that there 
was a superfluous generation somewhere on the herald’s pedigree, he 
eliminated one by stating (ii, 476) that Sir John!3 (afterwards first 
lord C.) was son of John!!, Hasted’s error, which was merely in 
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uated B. A. in 1569 (Foster).*° He was also of Grays Inn, 
1565 (Foster) and later was included in the commission of the 
peace of Oxfordshire. The other records of him are chiefly 
in the parish register of Handborough, co. Oxon, where his 
ged Martin had acquired an estate, as appears from his 


He m. Ist, 1571, Anne Dance, widow, of Mackney, co. Berks., 


[The marriage bond, dated 13 Eliz. (printed in the Gentle- 
man’s Magazine in 1797, lxvii, p. 645) recited his brothers 
John and Francis as sureties, and was conditioned that Walter 
should ‘well, honestly and lovingly use and live with the said 
Anne as an honest man ought to use and live with his lawful 
and good wyff,’ or in default the said Anne might ‘sever her- 
self from the said Walter . . . whensoever it shall please her.’] 


and by her, who was buried at Handborough, April 1, 1580, 
had 


Margaret, m. (at Handborough, 1599) Sir William Sandys 
of Fladbury, co. Worc. 
2nd, 1581, Mary, widow of George Holbrook of New- 
ington in Sittingbourne, co. Kent, s. p. 


the name selected for elision, has persisted and propagated. On the 
revered authority of the ‘prince of county historians,’ it was adopted 
not only by Wykeham-Martin and Cave-Brown, but by specialists like 
Professor Firth and G. E. C. (including his latest editor, Vicary 
Gibbs); and in the process reduced Alexander Brown to sterile con- 
jecture in his attempt to array the Culpepers in relation to the Vir- 
ginia Company. 

30 As in the case of his eldest brother, the educational records make 
it possible to distinguish this Walter!! of the Wigsell family from 
another of the same name and generation. The Oxford career of 
Walter!, son of Thomas! of Bedgebury, is recorded by Foster as ‘B. 
A. 1559, fellow of All Souls, B. C. L. 1566.’ He died unmarried in 
1575 ‘of Burston’ (P. C. C. Admon Act Book, 1575). 

By enrolling at Hart (or Hertford) Hall in Oxford, Walter of 
Wigsell set a precedent which was thereafter numerously followed by 
his house. His older brothers had matriculated at New College, go- 
ing thence from Winchester on William of Wykeham’s twin found- 
ation: but the tradition is that while New College was building some 
of its students lodged at Hart Hall, an ancient adjacent foundation on 
the site of the modern Hertford College; and so set a precedent. This 
is probably the explanation of the Culpepers’ resort thither; for through- 
out the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries Hart Hall was vested in 
Exeter College and was deemed a dependence upon it, and the Culpepers 
had no interest in a west country foundation as such. Among the mem- 
bers of Hart Hall in the seventeenth century were Hobbes, Clarendon, 
Waller, Sir Matthew Hale, and Dean Swift. 
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[The mar. lic. at Canterbury, June 26, 1581, describes him 
as ‘Walter C. gent.,’ and the m. is recorded in Harrietsham 
register, June 29, 1581, simply as ‘Walterus Culpep-Maria 
Hoolbroke.’ She was buried at Handborough, 1593. 


3d, Jane... $. p. 


{As Jane Culpeper, she administered upon his estate (P. C. 
C. Admon Act Book, 1616), and was herself buried at Hand- 
borough, 1636.] 


vii Thomas (1543-1603) of Wilmington, co. Sussex, o. s. p. 


[He is named in his father’s will (1559) as ‘Thomas Cul- 
peper my fifth son,’ and in the will (1581) of John Sydley 
of Southfleet, as ‘my brother-in-law, Mr. Thomas Colepepyr.’ 
His mar. lic. at Canterbury, December 17, 1579, describes him 
as ‘of Hawkhurst, gent.,’ but he is named in the will of his 
brother, Francis (1590), as ‘of Willmington, Sussex, esquire.’ 
He died, 1603, and was buried at Wilmington, ‘aged 60; 
leaving a will which was proved as P. C. C. Bolein, 102. He 
m. 1579, Elizabeth, widow of John Gode of London, but de- 
scribed in the mar. lic. as ‘of Harrietsham.’ His will shows 
that he left no issue. 

His widow’s will, proved in 1604 as P. C. C. Stafforde, 54, 
shows that she had children by her first husband, John Gode, 
‘merchant taylor,’ viz: John Gode, ‘of London, gent. ;’ Francis ; 
Anne, wife of Cassian Cooper; Katheryn, wife of Robert 
Hampson, Alderman of London; and Mary, wife of John 
Leade, ‘merchant taylor.’ 

In 1643 one John Goode emigrated to Barbados and, before 
1660, removed to Virginia, where he left numerous descend- 
ants. He is assumed (Goode, Virginia Cousins, 1887, p. 24) 
to be of the family of John Goode of Whitstone, co. Cornwall, 
M. P. for Camelford in 1604. These Culpeper wills may be 
a clew to his more immediate provenance. | 


s viii Richard (1545?-post 1594) of Newton Longville, co. 
ucks. 


[He is named in his father’s will (1559) as ‘Richard C. my 
vj son,’ in that of John Sydley of Southfleet (1581) as ‘my 
brother-in-law Mr. Richard Colepepyr;’ and makes his next 
appearance in a mar. lic. at Canterbury, May 17, 1589, as 
‘Richard C. gent. & Jane Steede, spr., dau. of . . . Steede 
of Harrison [Harrietsham], co. Kent, gent.’ His wife was a 
daughter by her first m. of Joan Pordage, the second wife 
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of his brother Francis of Greenway Court, thus celebrating 
the first of several Culpeper-Stede marriages. He is not named 
in Francis’ will (1590), but appears in that of his wife’s 
mother (1594) as ‘my son Richard C.’ This is the last record 
of him alive. 

He left a son William, who is named in the will (1605) of 
Dr. Martin™ as ‘William C., son of my late brother Richard.’ 
This William’ was apprenticed in London as a skinner at 
Christmas, 1605, ‘aged 10 years,’ and died in 1630, leaving a 
will, P. C. C. Scroope, 100, in which he named only a natural 
daughter. ] 


ix Edmund (1547?-post 1605). Canon of Lincoln, etc. 


[He is named in his father’s will (1559) as ‘Edmonde C. my 
vij™ son.’ Foster records that he graduated B. A. Oxford, 
1573 ‘from Hart Hall,’ and subsequently proceeded M. A. 
(1578) and B. D. (1585). He was canon of Lincoln, 1581, 
and rector successively of Staplehurst, Kent (1585) ; of Ash- 
prt (1587) ; of Sunningwell (1590) ; and of Milton, Berks 

1591). 

Although Col. Attree says (Sussex Archeological Collections, 
xlvii, 63) that this Edmund ‘apparently died unmarried’ in 
1591, he was certainly still living in 1605, for he was named 
in the will of his brother Martin in a bequest ‘to my brother 
Edmond C., the first advowson [he seems to mean presenta- 
tion] of the parsonage of Staplehurst, Kent, where Dr. New- 
man now dwelleth.’ 

Culpeper of Barbadoes: As Edmund" is the only one of 
his generation for whom no conclusive genealogical evidence has 
been found, it is possible, if not probable, that he was the father 
of the otherwise unidentified William C., who (although he 
does not appear in the published lists of either of the uni- 
versities) was in February, 1628, presented to the living of 
Wychling, co. Kent, by Sir Thomas C.!* and Dr. William 
Stede as guardians of Cromer Stede (Foster), and is named 
in the will of Sir Alexander C.™* (1645) as ‘my cousin William 
C., minister of Wickling, or (if dead) to his wife or children.’ 

This William was licensed to mar. April 29, 1633, as ‘Wil- 
liam C. clerk, M. A., parson of Wychling, bach. about 28 
[i. e., born, 1605] to Margaret, dau. of the worshipful Richard 
Allen, D. D., parson of Stouting,’ subsequently emigrated to 
Barbadoes [hence the uncertainty of Sir Alexander™ as to 
whether he was living, 1645] and there left descendants who 
still persist in the West Indies and Natal (See Oliver, Monu- 
mental Inscriptions in Barbados, 1915, p. 194, and Col. Attree’s 
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chart, ‘Culpeper of Barbados’). If he was a son of Edmund, 
he would be of Sir Alexander’s generation and his ‘cousin’ 
as also a likely candidate for presentation to a living by his 
other cousins of the same generation. ] 


XI. John Culpeper (William'), 1531-1612, of Wigsell, 
was named in his father’s will (1559) as ‘John Culpeper my 
eldest son,’ and lived out a long and uneventful life at Wigsell. 
There is no record of his education. If he was not sent to 
Winchester like his younger brothers, he probably spent some 
years in residence at one of the inns of chancery: but he was 
not admitted to any of the Inns of Court. It is thus possible, 
by the process of elimination, to distinguish him from the 
other three Johns of his generation.** 

All the public testimonies for him are in the acts of Queen 
Elizabeth’s Privy Council ranging from 1558 to 1592. These 
show him an active Justice of the Peace, included in the quo- 
rum of the Commission for the Rape of Lewes and the Cinq 
Ports of Sussex, in such periodical correspondence relating to 
the routine of local government as made up his father’s public 
record also. 

The inquisition taken in 1614, after the death of his eldest 
son (post), testifies that he made a settlement of his estate in 
1589 in lieu of a will, and died on October 20, 1612. He 
was buried in Salehurst, October 21, 1612, as ‘Johanes Cole- 
peper, armiger, etatis 82,’ whence it may be deducted that 
he was born the year after his parents’ marriage. If there 
was an MI., it was destroyed in the desecration of Salehurst 
Church during the Commonwealth. 


He m. 1560? Elizabeth, dau. of William Sydley (or Sedley) 
of Southfleet, co. Kent, 


81 The other three were (1) the John who was admitted to the 
Inner Temple from Barnard’s Inn in 12 Henry VIII (1520) and ap- 
pears on the Inner Temple records until 1553, when he was ‘pardoned 
all offices’ (Inderwick, Inner Temple Records, i, 54, 66, 1 244). 
We take him to be the John! of the Bedgebury family; (2) the 
John, whom Foster enters as ‘of Kent, Hart Hall, 1568, aged 14,’ 
whom we take to be the John! of Bedgebury; and (3) John™ of the 
Aylesford family, who was admitted to Grays Inn, 1553, and died 1561, 
leaving a will (P. C. C. Streat, 5). 
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[Before the Sydleys flowered at the last Stuart courts in 
the persons of Sir Charles Sedley the wit, and his historically 
well known dau., Catherine, Countess of Dorchester (entered 
by Berry as having married James II!), they had had a long 
history in Kent (Hasted, ii, 170). They rose to wealth, how- 
ever, by the industry of a younger son temp. Henry VIII, 
and thereafter intermarried several times with the Culpepers. 
This particular m. is shown on the Sydley pedigree, returned 
at the Visitation of Kent, 1619, but there is better evidence 
ai A i the Sydley wills collected by Waters (Gleanings, ii, 

I, ff.). 

John Sydley, grandfather of Elizabeth Culpeper, described 
himself in his long and racy will of 1530 (P. C. C. Thower, 
20) as ‘oon of the Kinges Auditours in His Exchequer, and 
Citezein and Stacioner of the Citie of London and late Warden 
of the Crafte of Stacioners.’ The son William named in that 
will left in turn a will dated November 28, 1553 (P. C. C. 
More, 37), by which he devised ‘to Elizabeth Sydley my 
daughter all my lands, etc., in Frensbury, in Kent,’ with a be- 
quest of money and plate and the injunction ‘to my daughter 
Elizabeth, she to marry at her pleasure, by the counsel of her 
aunt, my sister [i. e., Dorothy, described in her father’s will, 
before the dissolution of the monasteries, as ‘a Nonne in 
Dertford Abbey’], and of John, my son, her brother, and to 
have meat, drink and lodging till she be married or else be 
found in a good service.’ That the Elizabeth so named was 
married to a Culpeper prior to May 14, 1574, appears from 
the reference to her in the will bearing that date (P. C. C. 
Pyckering, 5) of her brother Nicholas Sydley as ‘my sister 
Elizabeth Culpeper ;’ while the will of her brother John, whose 
counsel she was to take, dated March 29, 1581 (P. C. C. 
Darcy, 31), completes the identification, in a bequest ‘to my 
natural sister, Elizabeth Colepepir, wife of the said Mr. John 
Colepepir, to make her a ring, ten shillings.’ 

She survived her husband and her eldest son as well, living 
in Newenden, i. e., at Losenham (as shown by her son’s ing. 
p. m.), and was buried in Salehurst, May 17, 1618, as ‘Eliza, 
relict Johannes Culpeper, armiger.’] 


and by her had 
i Thomas, 1561-1613, of Wigsell, of whom hereafter. 


ii William, 1562-1587, 0. s. p. 


[He matriculated at Hart Hall, Oxon, 1579, as ‘of Sussex, 
aged 17’ (Foster), was admitted to the Middle Temple April 
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21, 1583, as ‘2d son of John Colepeper of Wigsell, esq.’ and 
was there recorded in 1584 an ‘inner barrister’ (Hopwood, 
i, 260, 285). He was buried in Salehurst on January 29, 
1586/7, as ‘William the son of Mr. John Colepeper.’ That he 
died unmarried is a deduction from the lack of reference to 
children by him in any of the succeeding family wills.] 


iii John, 1565-1635, of Feckenham, co. Worc., of whom 
hereafter. 


iv Cicely, m. 1586, Sir William Stede of Harrietsham, co. 
Kent. 


[The allegation for the mar. lic. at Canterbury, June 11, 
1586 (Harl. Pub., xxv, p. 150) runs ‘William Steed, gent., 
and Secilia Colepyr, spr., of city of London, dau. of John 
Colepyr of Wiggessell co. Sussex, gent.’ The bridegroom was 
the eldest son, by her first marriage, of the second wife of the 
bride’s uncle, Francis™, of whom hereafter. ] 


v Sir Alexander, 1570-1645, of Greenway Court, co. Kent, 
0. S. p. 


[He testified in his will that he was born in Salehurst, but 
the loss of the parish register prior to 1585 leaves the date 
to a deduction from his age at death. He was educated at 
the inns of chancery and was admitted to Grays Inn, November 
25, 1594, as ‘Alexander C. of Wigsell, co. Sussex, gent., late 
of Staple Inn.’ This would be when he was twenty-four. 
His next appearance on the surviving record is 1603, when 
at his m. he was described as ‘of Harrietsham, arm.,’ (indi- 
_ cating that he had established himself in the neighbourhood 
of the family of his uncle, Francis C.% of Greenway Court, 
of which hereafter) ; but is identified by the will of Thomas™ 
of Wigsell (1609) as ‘my brother Alexander C.’ On his m. 
he went to live in his wife’s St. Leger dower house and there- 
after is described as ‘of Ulcombe’ whenever he appears in 
documents (e. g., in the allegation for the mar. lic., 1636, of 
the youngest dau. of Thomas! of Wigsell, noted post) ; but 
after his wife’s death in 1636 he removed to Greenway Court, 
and so in his will described himself as ‘of Greenway Court.’ 
He was knighted by James I, November 19, 1621 (Nichols, 
iii, 732), as ‘of Kent.’ 

The fullest record of him is in the dark days of the Troubles, 
which overtook him in the decrepitude of age. He then gave 
a loyal support to the Crown, with the result that his estate 
was sequestered. At a hearing held after his death, at which 
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his executors claimed the privilege of compounding for his 
estate (Cal. Committee for Compounding, 1643-60, pt. ii, 
p. 1058), it was stated that he was ‘never any house keeper,’ 
that he had been ‘drawn down to Oxford and Bristol’ in March, 
1643, but ‘never bore arms,’ being ‘sick of a dead palsy,’ and 
that he died at Bridgewater with the King’s army, in August, 
1645, aged 75. A fine of £550 was assessed and paid. He 
left an elaborate will, which, in its provisions for all his 
nephews and nieces and their children, as well as others of 
the connection, is the key to the tangled genealogy of the next 
generation of the Culpepers. That will, evidently drawn at 
Oxford, and probably by his nephew Thomas!® of the Middle 


Temple, is as follows: 
P. C. C. Rivers, 157. 


Will dated January 30, 1644/5, 
With two codicils, one dated 
May 4, 1645, and one undated. 
Proved October 15, 1649. 


Sir Alexander Culpeper of Greeneway Court, co. Kent, knight, 
youngest son of John C. of Wigsell, co. Sussex, esq. dec. To be 
bur. in the vault which Sir Thomas Culpeper hath builded in Hol- 
lingbourne if it conveniently may be. Catherine the grandchild of 
my wife, whom I therefore call daughter, had on her marriage with 
my nephew Thomas Culpeper [eldest son of John!* of Feckenham] 
a jointure settled upon her and after, upon the sale of those lands 
with which her jointure was charged, there was £1,400 lent out on 
security and bonds taken out in the name of Sir Cheney Culpeper 
or some other friends, and a deed thereupon made betw. sd. Sir 
C. C. & others to which my sd. nephew & his wife were, as I con- 
ceive, parties; wherein there is a trust declared concerning the sd. 
£1,400 for sd. nephew & his heirs; and afterwards £1,000 part of sd. 
£1,400 was paid to my sd. nephew and I promised to secure £400 
part of sd. £1,400 to my daur. according to deed of trust. If there- 
fore my sd. daur. be a widow before all my legacies are paid, £400 
part of sd. £1,400 to be paid her as my part thereof. To my niece 
Cicely Culpepper [dau. of John!* of Feckenham] £400; if she die be- 
fore him she to dispose of £300 to some child or children of her brother 
John C. If sd. John C. die before my niece Ciceley she to have £10 a 
year for maintenance until sd. £400 be pd. her. Also £20 to my neice 
Medlicoate [dau. of John!® of Feckenham] wife of James M. esq. 
To poor of Hollingbourne £10; to poor of Ulcombe, £10; to poor of 
Salehurst, where I was born, £5; to poor of Hawkhurst, £5; to poor 
of Leeds 50s.; to poor of Broomefield, 40s.; to poor of parish where 
I shall die, £20; to Robert Hope, besides what I owe him, £20; to 
Elizabeth Milcocke, besides what I owe her, £15; to Francis Hinckly, 
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wife of Robert H., to use of Mary Hinckly my goddaur., £5; to 
my cousin William Culpeper minister of Wickling or (if dead) to 
his wife or children [see ante. under Edmund] £5; to my cousin 
Cecily Freke what I owe her. My exers to pay my nephew John 
Culpeper one years rent of all my lands, deducting rents payable to 
the Colleges. Then exers. to convey Lordship of manor of Greeneway 
Court capital messe etc. (11 acres & no more) and half of residue 
of my lands, to Alexander Culpeper my godson, eldest son of John, 
Lord Culpeper, Baron of Thorseway, in tail male; in default to 
Thomas C., second son of sd. Lord C., in tail male; in default to John 
C., third son of sd. Lord C., in tail male; in default to Cheney C., 
fourth son of sd. Lord C., in tail male; in default to sd. John, Lord 
C., in tail male; in default to sd. nephew Thomas Culpeper & Cath- 
erine his wife for life; remainder to heirs male of body of sd. 
Catherine; in default to my nephew Thomas Culpeper, esq., in tail 
male; in default to my nephew John Culpeper, esq., in tail male; in 
default to Sir Thomas Culpeper of Hollingbourne afsd. knight, in 
tail male; in default to my right heirs. The other half of my lands 
to remain to my sd. daur. Culpeper as a security for the £400 part 
of sd. £1,400, then my exers. to stand seised to use of my godson 
Alexander Culpeper son & heir app. of my sd. nephew Thomas C., 
in tail male; in default to my nephew Thomas C. esq., in tail male; 
in default to my Lord Culpeper, in tail male; in default to sd. John 
Culpeper my nephew, brother of my sd. nephew Thomas C. esq., 
in tail male; in default to Sir Thomas C., in tail male; in default to 
my heirs. If any lands of mine are held in Capite whereby my will 
shall be void of a third part of sd. fee simple lands, then my exers. 
shall stand seised of such lands as are hereby devised in tail to chil- 
dren of Lord C. on trust to use of sd. Thomas C. his wife & son re- 
spectively, as may make the parts of children of sd. Lord C. & of 
the sd. Thomas C. his wife & son equall: but manor of Greenway 
Court etc. shall be conveyed to the children of my Lord C. my nephew. 
Leasehold property to be similarly divided & assured. Alexander, son 
of Lord C. under 21, Alexander, son of nephew Thomas C. under 21. 
Exers. not to sell leases without consent of sd. Sir Thomas Culpeper, 
Doctor Steede & William Cage esq. Francis Kenward now, or late, 
servant to sd. Lord C., Robert Hope, son of James H. of Ulcombe, 
& James Wilcoke, nephew to Elizabeth Wilcocke, now my servant, 
to be my exers. Sd. Sir Thomas Culpeper, Sir Edward Partherick 
knight, Doctor Steede & William Cage to be overseers & they also 
to be exers. I remit £300 sd. nephew Thomas C. owes me. Testator 
being ‘sick of a dead palsy’ made his mark. Witns. Ralph Freke, 
Thomas Culpeper [i. e., Thomas!® of Feckenham], Thomas Holt, 
Richard Knight. 

1 Cod. Interest on my debts to be paid if possible at 8% in- 
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stead of 6% [he evidently was not convinced by his cousin’s thesis 
against usury]. Exers. to have discretion as to payment of £10 to 
my neice Cecily C. if she survive her brother John C. To Elizabeth 
Wilcocks my servant £10. To her & my servant Robert Hope £4 
each for mourning apparel. To Francis Kenward, £7. To Rowland 
Saint Leger, grandchild to my deceased wife £11. To sd. servant 
Robert Hope all his charges of prison during the term of his im- 
prisonment, & 12d. a week over & above his charges. To rest of 
exers. gold rings. A gold ring with a phoenix to my cousin Elizabeth 
Munns, wife of John M. To Sir Cheney Culpeper, knight, a gold 
ring. Testator made his mark. Witns. George Robinson, Margaret 
Hewes X, Elizabeth Drew X. 
2 Cod. 20 marks a year to sd. Elizabeth Wilcockes for good service, 
for life. Witns. George Hunte, Margaret Hughes X, Mary Maier X. 
Prob. by Robert Hope one of the exers. Power reserved for 

Francis Kenwood & James Wilcocke & also Sir Thos. Culpeper knight, 
Sir Edward Partherick knt. & the venerable man William Steede LL. 
D. the other exers. 

P. C. C. Fairfax, 153. 

Codicil dated January 31, 1644/5. 

Proved separately, October 15, 1649. 


Having made my will dated the day before the date hereof, recites 
sd. will very fully referring among others to the sd. Alexander C. 
son & heir apparent of sd. nephew Thomas C. esq. & of Catherine 
his wife, granddaur. of my late wife. Whereas sd. Alexander C., 
son of my sd. nephew Thomas C. is yet young & under age so as 
it is not certainly known how he will prove & so I am therefore 
unwilling to settle any part of my estate absolutely on him so long 
as his father liveth without some restraint on him; & in regard also 
my sd. nephew Thomas C. may make some other provision as well 
for my sd. daur. Catherine his wife as for his sd. son; or for some 
other great or weighty reason may think it fit otherwise to dispose 
of his part of the land: therefore it shall be lawful for sd. nephew 
Thomas C. & Catherine his wife, or sd. T. if he survive, with con- 
sent of John Lord C. my nephew, Sir Thomas Culpeper knight, Sir 
Edward Partherick knight, William Steed LL. D. & William Cage 
esq., to revoke my devise to sd. T. C. & A. their son. Testator 
made his mark. Witns. Raulfe Freke, Thomas Culpeper [i. ¢. 
Thomas!3 of Feckenham] Thomas Holte. 

Prob. juramento Executorum in testamento dicti defuncti momina- 


torum. 


He m. 1603 Mary (who d. 1636), dau. of Sir Thomas Scott 
(1535-1594) of Scotshall in Smeeth, co. Kent, and widow of 
Anthony St. Leger of Ulcombe, co. Kent, who d. 1602. 
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[The allegation for the mar. lic. at Canterbury describes the 
parties as ‘Alexander C. of Harrietsham, esq., and Mary Sent- 
leger of Ulcombe, widow: at Harrietsham; John C. (i. e., 
his brother, later of Feckenham), of London, gent. bonds.’ The 
mar. is recorded: in Harrietsham parish register, December 7, 
1603, by the same description translated into latin; in the 
pedigree of Scott of Scotshall, certified at the Visitation of 
Kent, 1619; and in Mr. E. F. St. Leger’s documented Stem- 
mata St. Leodigaria (1867) in Wykeham-Martin, Leeds 
Castle; finally she was buried at Ulcombe April 23, 1636, as 
‘Domina Maria Culpeper, uxor Alexander Culpeper, militis’. 

These interesting families, of Scott of Scotshall and St. 
Leger, implicit at once of the history of Kent and of Virginia 
(Cf. Brown, Genesis, ii, 990, 996), are fully discussed bio- 
graphically in D, N. B. 


Mary Scott had four sons and a dau. by her first husband, 
but no children by Sir Alexander C. Her eldest son was that 
Sir Warham St. Leger (1579-1632) who commanded his own 
ship in Raleigh’s Guiana expedition of 1618 and in consequence 
of the losses then incurred was obliged to sell Leeds Castle. See 
post. Of his thirteen children recorded in the Stemmata St. 
Leodigaria, the three youngest are of special interest to Vir- 
ginia, viz: (11) Ursula, m. Daniel Horsmanden, parson of 
Ulcombe, whose son, Warham Horsmanden, emigrated to 
Virginia, was a member of the Council in 1657 and m. his 
dau. (widow of Samuel Filmer) to the first William Byrd 
of Westover (See Va. Mag., xv, 315; xx, 295, and Dr. Stan- 
ard’s Byrd pedigree in Bassett, p. 446) ; (12) Katherine, who 
was adopted by Sir Alexander C.™, and, as rehearsed post, 
m. his nephew, Thomas C.!* of Feckenham, one of the pro- 
prietors of the Northern Neck named in the charter of 1649, 
and was the mother of Frances C., wife of Sir William Berke- 
ley, Governor of Virginia; (13) Mary, m. William Codd of 
Pelicans in Waterinbury, co. Kent, whose son, St. Leger Codd, 
emigrated to Virginia and in 1671 was resident in the Northern 
Neck (Va. Mag., xxiii, 382; x, 374). 


XII. Thomas Culpeper (John"™), 1561-1613, of Wigsell, 
was probably born at Wigsell (his younger brother, Sir Alex- 
ander, testifies in his will that he was there born), but the 
evidence is lacking; the record of the surviving Salehurst 
register begins only with the burials of this generation. As 
a consequence, the proof of the date of his birth rests on his 
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matriculation at Hart Hall, Oxford, in 1579, as ‘of Sussex, 
aged 18’ (Foster). 

He was admitted ‘generally’ to the Middle Temple, April 
21, 1583, as ‘son and heir of John C. of Wigsoll, Sussex, 
esq.,’ and in May, 1596, was still in residence; but, being then 
recorded after thirteen years as no more than an ‘inner bar- 
rister,’*? it is apparent that he had not pursued the law with 
the intention of a professional career (Hopwood, i, 260, 366). 

It was this Thomas’ who inaugurated his family’s interest 
in Virginia, 

The explanation is patent. During the period of his resi- 
dence at the Middle Temple that ancient college was a centre 
of the discussion, translated into action, of the voyages which 
lead to the English colonization in America. It suffices to cite 
the Middle Templars of this period whose names are on the 
American bead roll. Richard Hakluyt the elder, Sir John 
Popham, Walter Raleigh and his captains, Philip Amadas, 
Ralph Lane and Bartholomew Gosnold, were all members of 
the Society, as of a younger generation were George Percy, 
Richard Martin and the Ferrars (Bidwell). Our Thomas™ 
was undoubtedly in commons when Sir Francis Drake dined 
there in 1586 to be congratulated on his safe return from his 
voyage around the world, as he and his brother John must 
also have been in 1593 and 1594, when similar visits were 
paid by Frobisher and Hawkins. More than that, these Cul- 
pepers were members of the family connection of the sons of 
Archbishop Sandys who took the lead in the Virginia Com- 
pany; while Thomas'* whetted his own appetite for colonial 
speculation by his marriage in 1597 with the daughter of a 
great London overseas merchant. 


Pr Cf. T. Denton’s report in 1545 to Henry VIII on the Inns of 
ourt: 

‘The whole company and fellowship of learners is divided into three 
. .. degrees: .. . Benchers . . . Utter barristers, and Inner Barristers. 
Utter barristers are such that for their learning and continuance 
are called by the Readers to plead and argue in the said house doubt- 


ful cases and questions . . . and are called Utter Barristers for that 
they, when they argue the said Motes, sit uttermost on the formes 
which are called the Barr; and this degree is the chiefest . . . in the 


house next the Benchers. All the residue of learners are called 
Inner Barristers, which are the youngest men.’ 
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It was against such a background that Thomas Culpeper 
of Wigsell and John Culpeper, later of Feckenham, became 
subscribers to and members of “The Treasurer and Company 
for Virginia’ under the second charter of May 23, 1609 
(Brown, Genesis, i, 218; ii, 869) ; and it was with those sub- 
scriptions, made forty years before the date of the first North- 
ern Neck charter in which the subscriber’s respective sons 
were to be named, that the history of the Northern Neck 
proprietary may be said to begin. 

There is no further public testimony for Thomas™, but his 
personal record is amply documented. He died September 18th 
and was buried in Salehurst, September 19, 1613, as “Tho. 
Colepeper, armiger,’ leaving a will, followed by an ing. p. m., 
as follows: 

P. C. C. Capel, 79. 

Will dated February 7, 1608/9, 
with three codicils dated 
September 16, 1613. 

Proved September 25, 1613. 

Thomas Culpeper of Wigsell, co. Sussex, Esquire. In consideration 
I have receaved, £500 for certayne land wch belonged to my wife 
in the Countie of Salop sometimes the Williames, although I have 
bin at the charges of above Ixijé., I will a certayne ferme in Ew- 
herst called Padiam, with all the land belonging, to my wife during 
her life, and after her decease to the eldest sonne I shall beget of 
her bodie; and for defaulte, to such daughter, etc. 

And if I shall have but one daughter, then the said land to the 
heires males of my body. Amd then my Executors to pay to such 
Daughter £700. And if such daughter dye, the £500 to my wife’s 
sonne when he cometh to the age of xxiiij yeares; And if he dye, 
£500 to Elizabeth Mumford and to such her Children as shall be living. 
_To my wife Mary all the Jewells she hath which I bought and 
all other Jewells wch her mother Baistone hath geaven her. 

All other my Lands, unto my Executors, till my eldest sonne comes 
to the age of xxiiij yeares, ‘to the good of all my Children as well 
begotten or to be begotten by my nowe wyfe as of my Children 
begotten by my first wife.’ 

Executors:—my brother John Culpeper, and my brother Alexander 
Culpeper. 

[No witnesses] 

First Codicil. 

All my Lands Tenements and hereditaments, which I have bought, 
unto my Executors, they to have full power to sell the same for the 
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payment of my Debts, the residue to be bestowed amongst my Children, to | 
at their discretion. esq. 

Witnesses :—Richard Relfe, John Sleep. & v 

Second Codicil. is | 

All my Lands tenements and hereditaments whatsoever wch I have co. 
by graunt or will from my father, unto my said Executors, that they wor 
shall receave the profitts untill my Sonne Slayney Culpeper shall of 
accomplishe the age of one and twentie yeares. of | 

Witnesses :—[same as above] are 

Third Codicil. jun’ 

All my timber etc., growing upon the Mannour of Wigsell, co. ham 
Sussex, and upon the Mannor or farme called Harrenden in Sand- pren 
herst and Newenden, co. Kent, or elswhere, unto my said Executors his 
towards the payment of my debts. are 

Witnesses :—[same as above] feld 

Proved by John Culpeper, one of the Executors named, power re- etc.) 
served to Alexander Culpeper, the other Executor named. held 

sd c 
Chanc. Ing. P. M. held 
Ser. II, 341: 53. 

Inquisition taken at East Grinstead co. Sussex 7 May, 12 Jac [I, E 
1614] before . . . , after death of Thomas Culpeper esq. dec., by 160 
oath of . . . who say that long before death of sd. T. C., one John [. 
Culpeper esq., his father was seised in fee of manor or farm of 
Wigsell containing 600 acres in pish. of Saleherst in sd. co. & of lands of ] 
containing 12 acres in Saleherst & Bodyham in sd. co. in tenure of to b 
Thomas Dunke. So seised sd. J. C. by Indre dat. 16 May, 31 Eliz Har 
[1589] conveyed sd lands to use of himself & Elizabeth his wife fort 
for lives; remainder to sd T. C. in tail male by Anne his wife; wha 
remr. to heirs male of sd. J. C.; remainder to heirs male of William he 1 
C. dec. father of sd John; remr to heirs of body of sd T. C. by enti! 
sd Anne; remr. to right heirs of sd J. C. Afterwards sd Anne died I 58: 
on 20 Feb., 3 Jac I [1605-6]. Sd John Culpeper died 20 Oct., 10 Jac. char 
I [1612]. Sd Elizabeth his wife survives, & is seised of sd lands toph 
for life, & is living at Newenden co. Kent. Moreover sd T. C. part 
was seised of lands containing 12 acres in Saleherst, in tenure of took 
John Culpeper jun. [i. e., John!®, later of Feckenham]; & of a 1584 
messe in Robertsbridge, sd co. in tenure of Richard Greene; & of and 
lands containing 7 acres in Ewherst in sd. co. in tenure of sd J. leavi 
Culpeper jun.; & of a mess & 2 acres in Westham in sd co. Sd 3, I 
T. C. on 16 Sep. 1613 made his will as follows ‘All lands I have bought Vive 
to my sd exors. my brother John & my brother Alexander C. in follo 
fee on trust for legacies etc. & then among my children at discretion May 
of my exors. All lands I have from my father to sd exors. to take TI 
profits until my son Slany C. be 21; & then exors. to convey same the - 
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to him in fee.’ Sd. T. C. died 18 Sept. last [1613] & Slany C. 
esq. is his son & heir by sd Anne & also son & heir of sd Thomas 
& was 14 years 10 months & 18 days at his father’s death. Wigsell 
is held of Thomas Pelham, Bt. as of his castle of Hastings in sd 
co. by knights service (but by what part jurors know not) & is 
worth £10 a year. Sd 12 acres in Saleherst & Bodyham are held 
of Ralph Bosvile knight & Thomas Levett gent., as of their manor 
of Bodyham, by fealty (but by what services jurors know not) & 
are worth 3s. 4d. a year. Sd. 12 acres in Saleherst [John Culpeper 
jun’s] are held by Robert Tirwhitt esq. as of his manor of Etching- 
ham by fealty (but by what etc.) & are worth 3s. 4d. a year. Sd 
premises in Robertsbridge are held of Robert, viscount Lisle as of 
his manor of Robertsbridge sd co. by fealty (but by what etc) & 
are worth 2s. Sd. 7 acres in Ewhurst sd co. are held of John Brom- 
feld gent. as of his manor of Ewhurst sd co. by fealty (but by what 
etc.) & are worth 6d. a year. Sd messe etc. in Westham sd co. are 
held of Thomas Baker knight as of his manor of Newe Pryorye 
sd co. in socage (but by what rent etc.) & are worth 5s. Sd T. C. 
held no other land in sd co. 


He m. Ist, 1597, Anne, dau. of Sir Stephen Slaney (1524- 
1609), Alderman of London, 


[Sir Stephen Slaney was one of the most picturesque of 
the Elizabethan Merchant Adventurers. Son of John Slaney, 
of Mitton, co. Stafford, but of a Shropshire family reputed 
to be derived from Bohemia (Visitation of Shropshire, 1623, 
Harl. Pub., vol. xxix), he went up to London to make his 
fortune and there embarked in the Mediterranean trade as 
what was later styled a Turkey merchant. On one occasion 
he was taken at sea by the Turks and had to sacrifice his 
entire fortune in ransom, but soon got on his feet again. In 
1583 he was one of the committee appointed by the Mer- 
chant Adventurers of London to confer with Captain Chris- 
topher Carleill ‘upon a Voyage intending to the uttermost 
parts of America,’ but it does not appear that thereafter he 
took part in the plans for the colonization of Virginia. In 
1584 he was chosen alderman and served the office of Sheriff, 
and in 1595 was Lord Mayor. He died in December, 1608, 
leaving a will dated August 2, 1598, and proved January 
3, 1608/9 (P. C. C. Dorset, 5). His widow, Margaret, sur- 
vived until 1619 and left a will dated October 12, 1612, 
followed by a codicil dated July 20, 1618, which were proved 
May 24, 1619 (P. C. C. Parker, 42). 

These Slaney wills are the clews to the identification of 
the father of the first Lord Culpeper. That of Sir Stephen 
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(1598) rehearses two daughters, including ‘Anne, wife of 
Thomas Colepepper, esq.’ and that of his widow (1618) re- 
cites ‘Whereas my son-in-law, Mr. Thomas Colepepper is 
lately deceased much indebted, and hath left his son and 
heire, Slanye Colepepper my grandchild, a ward: and hath 
not left neither said Slanye Colepepper, nor John Colepepper 
his brother, nor Elizabeth Colepepper, his sister, being also 
my grandchildren, so sufficiently advanced as I did expect 
that he should have done.’ 

Anne Slaney was buried in Salehurst, February 26, 1600/1, 
as ‘Ann Colepepper, uxor Thomae, armigeri.’] 


and by her had: 


i Elizabeth, 1598?-1683, m. 1620 Sir Robert Brooke of 
Cockfield Hall in Yoxford, co. Suffolk. 


[The identification with the Elizabeth named in the will 
of Dame Margaret Slaney is clinched by the mention of ‘my 
sister Lady Brooke’ in the will of the first Lord Culpeper 
and by the biographical funeral sermon preached by Lady 
Brooke’s chaplain, Nathaniel Parkhurst, in 1683 (Cf. D. N. 
B., re-issue, ii, 1328). 


ii Slaney, 1599-1618, o. s. p. 


[His first appearance on the surviving record is in the will 
of his father (1609) as ‘my eldest son [when he] comes to 
the age of xxiiij years.’ He is first named in the will of his 
maternal grandmother (1612) as ‘Slanye C. one of the sons 
of my dau. Anne C. dec;’ which is followed by the reference 
in one of his father’s codicils (1613) to ‘my sonne Slaney 
C.’ In his father’s ing. p. m. (1614) it is stated that ‘Slany 
C. esq. is his son and heir by said Anne. . . and was 14 years, 
10 months and 18 days at his father’s death [September 18, 
1613]. Finally, he is named in his grandmother’s codicil 
(July, 1618), written a few months before his death, in the 
language already quoted. 

He matriculated at Hart Hall, April 26, 1616, as ‘of Sus- 
sex, aged 17’ (Foster); and was admitted to the Middle 
Temple, February 6, 1617/18, as ‘Mr. Slanye, son and heir 
of Thomas Culpeper, of Wigsell, Sussex, Esq. dec.’ (Hop- 
wood, ii, 625). 

That he died at Losenham (in Newenden) unmarried, De- 
cember 12, 1618, leaving his brother John his heir appears 
from the following ing. p. m 
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Chance. Inq. P. M. 
Ser. II, 374: 104. 


Inquisition taken at East Greenwich co. Kent 6 May, 17 Jac [I, 1619] 
before . . . escheator after death of Slany Culpeper esq. who at his 
death was within age of 21 & in Wardship of King, by oath of 

. who say that sd S. C. was seised in fee tail as heir of the body 
of Thomas C. esq. dec. by Anne his wife dec. of a messe & lands 
etc. containing 280 acres in Newenden co. Kent in tenure of Edmund 
Hamond, late parcel of manor of Lossenham; & of 125 acres in 
Newenden afsd & Sandherst Kent in tenure of sd E. Hamond late 
parcel of same manor; & of site of Priory of White Friars etc.; 
& a marsh, containing 18 acres in Newenden afsd: the reversion of 
all sd premises belonging to John Culpeper & Alexander Culpeper 
esquires in fee. Sd S. C. was seised in fee tail as heir male of sd 
T. C. by Anne his wife of manor or farm of Wigsell containing 
600 acres in Saleherst, Sussex; & of 12 acres of land in S. afsd. & 
Bodiam, Sussex [i. e., the land which John!? of Feckenham held in 
1612] in tenure of Thomas Duncke, reversion as before. Sd messe 
& 280 acres in Newenden are held of King as of his county of Hert- 
ford by knights service & are worth £3 a year. Sd 125 acres in 
Sandherst [and Newenden] are held similarly & are worth 20s. a 
year. Whitefriars afsd etc. are held of King as of his manor of 
East Greenwich in socage & are worth 10s. a year. Manor of Wigsell 
& 600 acres in Salehurst are held of Thomas Pelham, Bt. as of his 
castle of Hastings, co. Sussex by knight service & are worth £10. 
Sd 12 acres in Salehurst & Bodiam are held of Ralph Bossevile, 
knight & Thomas Levite, gent. as of their manor of Bodiam in socage 
& are worth 3s. 4d. a year. Sd S. C. died at Newenden co. Kent, a 
minor, in Wardship of King, on 12 Dec. last [1618]. John Culpeper is 
his only brother & heir, & heir of the body of sd Thomas C. by 
Anne his wife, & is at taking of this Inq. under 21, viz. 18 years 9 
months & 9 days & no more. Sd. S. C. held no other land. 

Ing. p. m. Wards & Liveries 59: 106 similar.] 


Fs John, 1600-1660, first Lord Culpeper, of whom here- 
after. 

2d, 1605, Mary, daughter of Roger Beeston, of Lon- 
don, and widow of Francis Gibbon, 


[Her husband’s will (1609) refers to her as ‘my now 
wife . . . Mary,’ and to ‘her mother Baistone.’ The other 
evidence for her is her will, from which it appears that 
she survived until 1661, living in Frittenden, co. Kent, viz: 
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Canterbury Archdeaconry Court 71: 70 
Will dated August 15, 1660. 
Proved April 11, 1661. 


Mary Culpeper, widow, late wife of Thomas C. of Wigsell, co. 
Sussex, Esq. 

To poor of prsh. where I die 40s.; of Benenden Kent 40s.; of 
Rolvenden sd. co. 40s. To Mr. Robert Clerke, minister of Frittenden 
40s.; to his wife 20s., to Mr. Elmeston, schoolmaster at Crambroke 
20s. To my son Thomas Scot £3 and to my daur. his wife, 40s., for 
rings. Gold between my son Edmund Gibbon & my grandchild Robert 
Scott. To Mary Bowden or to her brother, Robert Bowden £5. 
To my maidservant £3. To Elizabeth Fordige, widow, now living 
in Canterbury, 20s. a year for life. To Elizabeth, sometimes my 
servant whose name was Goulding, 40s. To Mercy, sometimes my 
servant and heretofore married to goodman Turly, 1/2 doz. silver 
spoons. To sd. grandchild Robert Scott £20 a year during joint lives 
of his father & him; I tie my farm in the East end of Benenden, 
now in usage of William Bennet, for paymt. thereof. To my son 
Edmund Gibbon of Middle Temple, London, Esq., all my lands ia 
tail; in default to my grandson Robert Scott in tail; in default to my 
right heirs. Sd. son E. Gibbon to be exor. & to him rest of goods. 
Witns. Daniell Picard, Thomas Hinde. 

Probatum juramento Edmundi Gibbon, exoris.] 


and by her had 


iv Mary, 1606, ob. unmarried. 


[She was baptised in Salehurst, August 10, 1606, as ‘Maria 
C. filia Thomae, armigeri,’ but is not further identified. The 
language of her father’s will, supplemented by the fact that 
she is not named in her mother’s will, indicates that she 
died in infancy, and was probably buried in Hawkhurst or 
Newenden. | 


v Thomas, 1607, ob. infans. 


[The entry in the Salehurst register of his baptism, De- 
cember 13, 1607, is “Thomas C. filius Thomae armigeri, per- 
missione baptisatus fuit, ecclesia de Haukehurst;’ but he was 
buried in Salehurst, December 30, 1607, as ‘Thomas C. filius 
Thomae, arm.’] 


vi Filia, 1608. 


[The Salehurst register records the burial, December 5, 1608, 
of ‘filia Thomae C. arm. inbaptizata.’] 
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vii Cicely, 1610-1620, unmarried. 


[She was baptised in Salehurst, July 8, 1610, as ‘Cicelie C. 
filia Thomae, arm.’ and buried there January 17, 1619/20 
as ‘Cicely C. filia Thomae, esq.’] 


viii Anna, 1611-post 1660, m. 1636 Thomas Scott of Smeeth, 
co. Kent. 


[The Salehurst register records the baptism, November 10, 
1611, of ‘Anna C. “Filia Thomae, arm., permissione baptizata 
erat apud Hawkhurst.’ Her next appearance is in a mar. lic. 
at Canterbury, October 7, 1636, viz: “Thomas Scott of Smeeth, 
bach. about 21 son of Robert S. of same, who consents & Ann 
C. of Frittenden, virgo. who, her father being dead, is now 
under the government of Sir Alexander C. of Ulcomb, Knight, 
who also consents.’ The marriage was recorded among the 
Scotts of Scot Hall at the Visitation of Kent, 1663. Her 
mother’s will names ‘Thomas Scot . . . and my dau. his wife,’ 
indicating that she survived her mother. ] 


(To be continued.) 
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_ ELIZABETH WASHINGTON OF HAY- 
FIELD 


By BucKNER McGroarty. 


Five women were grouped together by Washington as equal 
beneficiaries under his will: 


“To my sisters in law Hannah Washington and 
Mildred Washington—to my friends Eleanor Stuart, 
Hannah Washington of Fairfield and Elizabeth Wash- 
ington of Hayfield—I give each a mourning ring of 
the value of one hundred dollars; these bequests are 
not made for the intrinsic value of them, but as me- 
mentoes of my esteem and regard.” 


The lady first mentioned was Hannah Bushrod, daughter 
of John Bushrod of Westmoreland county, and widow 
of the president’s brother John Augustine (1735-1787), and 
the mother of Judge Bushrod Washington who succeeded to 
the ownership of Mt. Vernon. 

Mildred Washington was the wife of his brother Charles. 
She was the daughter of Francis Thornton,‘ of “Fall Hill” 
and the grand daughter of Col. Francis Thornton* of Snow 
Creek, and Mary Taliaferro, his wife; her mother was Mil- 


1 David Stuart was one of Washington’s intimates; he was appointed 
one of the first Commissioners of the District of Columbia; he (1791-2) 
in conjunction with Daniel Carroll of Maryland, “Established the boun- 
dary line and fixed the metes and bounds of the District.” Washington 
bequeathed him “my large shaving and dressing table, and my telescope.” 

“Mrs. Custis, the widow of Mrs. Wasington’s son, married again. 
Her second husband was Dr. David Stuart, first of Hope Park, and 
then of Ossian Hall, Fairfax County. He was the son and the grand- 
son of the two Mr. Stuarts who were ministers in King George for 
so long a period.” (Meade, 11-23). 
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dred Gregory, the daughter of Roger Gregory and Mildred 
Washington, the President’s aunt. 

Friend Eleanor Stuart was Eleanor Calvert, daughter of 
Benedict Calvert of “Mt. Airy,” in Maryland, the widow of 
John Parke Custis, Mrs. Washington’s son, and at that time 
the wife of Dr. David Stuart of King George.’ She was the 
mother of Nelly and of George Washington Parke Custis 
whom Washington adopted on the death of their father. She 
had two other Custis children, Elizabeth Parke Custis who 
married Thomas Law, and Martha (Patty) Custis who mar- 
ried Thomas Peter of “Tudor Place,” Georgetown. 

Hannah Washington of “Fairfield” was Hannah Fairfax, 
the youngest daughter of William Fairfax of “Belvoir,” and 
the sister of the Reverend Bryan, Lord Fairfax. Her elder 
half-sister was the wife of Lawrence Washington. Hannah 
Fairfax was the second wife of Warner Washington (John’*, 
Lawrence,’ John!) whose first wife was Elizabeth Macon; he 
was a first cousin to the President and was the brother of 
Catherine, the first wife of Col. Fielding Lewis: the deep 
affection cherished by Washington for the family at “Belvoir” 
is well known.? 

“Friend Elizabeth Washington of ‘Hayfield’”—who was 
she? In his will Washington mentions “the acquaintances and 
friends of my juvenile years, Lawrence Washington and Rob- 
ert Washington of Chotank.”* These two men were brothers 
and only the fact that death had intervened prevented the in- 

*For Hannah Washington of Fairfield see Meade, 11-282. 

_On May 25, 1755, Washington, then absent on the Braddock expedi- 
tion, wrote to his brother, John Augustine, “I should be glad to hear 
that you live in perfect harmony and good fellowship with the family 
at Belvoir, as it is in their power to be very serviceable to us, as young 
beginners. I would advise your visiting there often as one step towards 
it; the rest, if any more is necessary, your own good sense will sufficiently 
dictate—for to that family I am under many obligations, particularly to 


the old gentleman.” (Schroeder-Lossing V. 1, p. 223). 


“More than fifty years ago I became acquainted with two aged and 
highly estimable gentlemen, Lawrence and Robin Washington who were 
distantly related to and had been companions of the Chief in his juvenile 
days. They spoke of the fine manly youth; and of his gallant demeanor 
and daring exploits in horsemanship, and the athletic exercises of that 
remote period.” (Letter from G. W. P. Custis, 1851, quoted by 
Schroeder-Lossing ;) 
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clusion of the name of a third brother, Lund Washington, the 
faithful friend, and the manager and guardian of Mt. Vernon 
for many years. The degree of relationship existing between 
Washington and these three friends of his youth was that of 
descent from a common great-great-grand father. 

Col. John? Washington, the immigrant, the great grand- 
father of Washington, had, as is of course well known, a 
brother, Lawrence,1 who married in Virginia (2dly) Joyce 
Fleming; their son, John,? married Mary Townsend and had 
issue : 


John* m. Mary (Massey?) and had, amongst other, Cath- 
erine* b. 1740, m. 1759, John* Washington of “Hylton”. 

Lawrence® m. Sarah Lund. 

Robert? m. Sarah Fossaker, issue John‘; Susan* m, Law- 
rence’ Washington (Henry‘, Henry’, John’, John’), 
Townsend* “Of Green Hill on Chotank’’* m. Elizabeth Lund: 

Issue— 

Robert m. Alice Strother ; issue Lund® (1767-1853) m. Su- 
sanna Monroe Grayson: Ann‘, b. 1768, m. William 
Thompson of Colchester and had Robert Townsend, Eliz- 
abeth Lund and Catherine Foote Thompson. 

Lawrence’, m. his cousin Catherine Foote. d. s. p. 

Lund‘, m. his cousin, Elizabeth Foote. Issue, two daughters 
who died very young. He was born in 1737 and died in 


1796. 


Friend Elizabeth Washington of Hayfield was Elizabeth 
Foote, the widow of Lund‘ Washington; and Hayfield was 
originally a part of the Mt. Vernon estate.® 


*Va. Mag. Hist. Vol. XXIII. 

®“Adjoining ‘Woodlawn’ (the beautiful home of Nelly Custis Lewis) 
on the north is ‘Hayfield,’ seat of Lund Washington, Washington’s 
faithful and trusted manager and kinsman * * * Gen. Washington 
returned home from the War of Independence $15,000 in debt; to 
liquidate this indebtedness he sold to his manager 360 acres of the 
western section of Mt. Vernon for the above named sum. The large 
brick dwelling on Hayfield which tradition says was erected by Gen. 
Washington before the War was burned several years ago, but the 
solid brick walls remain as a sad reminder of the fidelity of Lund Wash- 
ington.” (The Memorial to Washington; Callahan, 1923, p. 113.) 


; 
4% 
j 
J 


ELIZABETH WASHINGTON OF HAYFIELD 157 


As far as the writer has been able to discover there has 
been but little written or published concerning Hayfield, or 
its owners and occupants, and it has seemed strange that this 
should be true of a woman whom Washington had proclaimed, 
in the most solemn and convincing manner possible, the object 
of his esteem and regard; she must have been a person of con- 
sequence and moral worth to have won a place in this little 
group of three friends, one of whom was his step-daughter 
and the other the daughter of his great friend and benefactor. 
As might be expected, investigation has shown that his esteem 
and regard were worthily bestowed. 

The writer’s interest was given a new impetus because of his 
coming into possession a few months ago of a small leather- 
bound book, a volume of sermons, entitled “The Backslider,” 
(Boston, 1802), by the Reverend Andrew Fuller (Note 6): 
across the front page is written in a well-formed feminine 
hand—“Hay field; Eliza Washington.” These sermons, typi- 
cal of their time, are not what one might class as light reading, 
but the pages of this volume carry unmistakable evidence of 
frequent study; on the inside back cover, in the same femi- 
nine hand, is inscribed a verse in full keeping with the pre- 


ceding pages: 


“The year roals around and steals away 
The breath that first it gave; 
Where ever we be what ever we are 
We’r traveling to the grave”. 


The history of this book, as far as we know it, is interest- 
ing. There stands on lower Main Street in Fredericksburg, 
Virginia, a brick mansion which was built by Gen. John Minor 
(b. 1761): whether it was the same Gen. Minor who built 


*“Andrew Fuller (1754-1815) an eminent Baptist minister, a native 
of Wicken, Cambridgeshire, was settled for a short time at Soham and 
afterwards removed to Kettering where he resided until his death 

* The works of this excellent man are greatly esteemed; we 
aa the principal * * * ‘The Backslider’, 1801. The Rev. Andrew 
Fuller has styled by the Americans ‘The Franklin of Theology’ ”. 
(A Critical Dict. of Eng. Literature, &c., by S. A. Allibone, (1858). 
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another of the noted places of that interesting and historic city, 
“Hazel Hill,” is not known to the writer; Gen. Minor married, 
for his second wife, his cousin, Lucy Landon Carter (1776- 
1855)7: She was the daughter of Landon Carter of Cleve 
and Mildred Washington Willis who was the daughter of Col. 
Henry Willis and Mildred (Washington) Gregory, and there- 
fore a cousin to Washington and half-sister to the three Greg- 
ory sisters who married the three Thornton brothers. 

This Gen. John Minor® (John* of Topping Castle, John’, 
Geret?, Doodes') had a sister, Diana, who married Richard 
Lancelot Maury, and they were the parents of the celebrated 
and world-honored Mathew Fontaine Maury (1806-1873)* Our 
interest in this is that during the war between the states the 
Minor house on Main Street became the home of Admiral 
Maury and the writer is indebted to his daughter, the ven- 
erable Mrs. Mary Maury Werth, for a history of the house 
during his occupancy and for her childhood recollections of its 
previous occupants, particularly of her great-aunt, Mrs. Lucy 
Carter Minor. 

Shortly after the war the house was sold to the mother of 
its present owner and occupant. In one of several, not secret 
but half-hidden, closets a number of books were found, left by 
former occupants, but with nothing to indicate whom it might 
have been; they were not disturbed for more than fifty years, 
though cared for and preserved; amongst them was the little 
book which had belonged to Elizabeth Washington of Hayfield, 
and another of similar size and tenor in which is inscribed the 
name, “Lucy Ann Washington.” This latter book, by the 
way, was published in “Shepherd’s-Town, (Virginia, ) 1797." 


™Va. Mag. Hist., Vol. ro. 

® Minor Genealogy by Minor Meriwether, 1895. 

*“Christian Panoply, Containing an APOLOGY for the BIBLE, in 
a Series of Letters to THOMAS PAINE, &c., by R. WATSON, Pe 
D. F. R. S., Lord Bishop of Landaff &C &e., (together with) An 
Address to Scoffers at RELIGION by the same Author, and a brief 
View of the Historical Evidences of CHRISTIANITY, by William 
Paley M. A., Arch deacon of Carlysle, 

s-TOWN 


Printed by P. Rootes & C. Blagrove.” 
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The presence of this book in the home of Mrs. Lucy Carter 
Minor opens a vista into a section of the past of which all too 
little is known. Lund‘ Washington died in the fall of 1796, 
his two children having pre-deceased him; he requested that 
his slaves be freed; Mrs. Minor was earnestly desirous of 
freeing hers—of which she had many. In the Minor Gene- 
alogy is this entry, referring to one of her sons: 


“Lancelot Byrd Minor, born 1813; died 1843 at 
Cape Palmas, Africa; Married Mary Stuart.” 


When, in her judgment, the time was ripe to bring her 
plans to fruition Mrs. Minor assembled her servants and told 
them of her intention of sending them all to Africa; when 
they pleaded not to be sent away she quieted them by telling 
them that she was doing what she felt was best for them, but 
that they should not go to that strange and distant land alone— 
their young master would go with them and settle them com- 
fortably ; they went—how many is not known, and their Mas- 
ter, Lancelot, and his bride, went with them. 

Elizabeth Washington was dead (1812) before Lancelot 
Minor was born but before she died she had emancipated all 
of her slaves; Mrs. Minor died in 1855. The desire, which 
each entertained, of finding a way to free their slaves and of 
improving their condition was a sufficient bond of friendship 
between them to account for the presence in the home of one 
of a book of the nature of this one belonging to the other. It 
is quite possible, also, that there was kinship as well as friend- 
ship between the two houses. 

The foregoing indicates clearly the character of this friend 
of Washington’s; what of her forebears? 

Richard Foote! (son of John), was born in Cornwall in 
1632; he married 1657, Hester, the daughter of Nicholas Hay- 
ward, a wealthy London merchant who had large interests in 
Virginia. Nichalos Hayward came to Virginia in Company 
with Richard Foote—whether the brother-in-law or nephew is 
not clear; Hayden (p. 303) says “nephew, aged 20.” It is 
probable that both father and son came to Virginia; if so, the 
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elder returned to England, where he died: Richard? was a 
Justice in Stafford in 1701; he was born 1666; it is generally 
asserted that the name of the wife of Richard? is unknown; of 
this, more presently. He died in 1729, leaving, with possibly 
others, Richard*, Catherine,* and Elizabeth.® 

The genealogical data relating to the Foote family is both 
meagre and confusing; one account, (Va. Mag. Hist. VII- 
202), shows two Richards of the third generation with same 
parentage, crediting one to Stafford and one to Prince Wil- 
liam. Possibly the two are one and the same, though names 
of wives and children differ. But, as the Richard credited to 
Prince William carries the name of Hayward among his chil- 
dren I think we are warranted in adopting his line in this in- 
stance. Richard* died in 1779 leaving a son, William Hay- 
ward‘ Foote who was adopted by his Aunt, Elizabeth.* 

The wife of Richard* was named Margaret—probably a 
Washington. Hayden says she married, secondly, John Thorn- 
ton Fitzhugh. 

Catherine® Foote (Richard?, Richard!) married Lawrence‘ 
Washington of Chotank (Townsend*, John’, Lawrence’) 
“Friend of my Juvenile Years.” 

Elizabeth* Foote (sister of Catherine) married Lund* Wash- 
ington of Hayfield—brother of Lawrence.‘ 

The other friend of Washington’s juvenile years, Robert’, 
as stated elsewhere, married Alice Strother. Their son, Lund 
Washington® left a very interesting diary which has been 
published in part, in this Magazine (Vols. 22 and 23) from 
which I quote: 


“Lund Washington‘ (5th child of Townsend*® and 
Elizabeth Lund Washington) b. Oct. 21, 1737, d. July 
1796. For twenty-five years he was manager of Mt. 
Vernon. * * * He was married to his cousin, Betsy 
Foote, about 1782, and had two daughters but both 
died in infancy. He left his estate to his widow who 
left it to her nephew, William H. Foote, who has late- 
ly died without issue and left it to a charity school in 
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Alexandria. * * * Lund‘ Washington directed his 
slaves to be emancipated which was done by his 
widow; Lawrence* Washington, twin with John‘*(?°) 
b. March 14, 1740, married his cousin Catherine 
Foote; both died the same day, in 1799.” 


If Elizabeth and Catherine Foote were the cousins of their 
husbands: Lund‘, Lawrence* Washington, it could only be 
because of the fact that their mother belonged to the Washing- 
ton family; and if they were first cousins, as is to be assumed, 
their mother must have been the sister of their husbands’ 
father, Townsend* Washington. The account of the Foote 
family, in this magazine,’ suggests this possibility, which no 
doubt is correct. Elizabeth’s relationship to George Washing- 
ton was therefore the same as that of her husband—they all 
had the same great-great-grandfather, the father of the immi- 
grant brothers, John? and Lawrence? Washington. 

The will of Lund* Washington of Hayfield, on record in 
Fairfax County, is very short; it is dated 13 Feb. 1793 and is 
witnessed by David Stuart, Eliza P. Custis’? and Patty Custis, 
and leaves “Everything to beloved wife, Elizabeth.” It was 
probated 19 Sept., 1796, by David Stuart and Patty Peters, 
late Custis?*. 

The will of Elizabeth, also recorded in Fairfax, is a most 
interesting document, and one indicating a personality that 

John Washington* (Townsend *-John*-Lawrence’*) was a captain 
Cont. Line, 4th Va. Regt., Commissioned Apl. 1776; In 1832 and 1838 


warrants for land were issued to his heirs, Elizabeth Lund Thompson, 
Catherine Foote Thompson and Robert T. Thompson, and Lund Wash- 


— (duBellet, Vol. 4, p. 59). 
and the Thompsons were the grandchildren of 


und*® W. was the son, 

John’s brother Robert*. John’s other brothers, Lawrence* and 
(whose wives were Catherine and Elizabeth Foote) both d. s. p. As 
has been shown, the four were cousins and their heir was the n 
of the two wives, William Hayword Foote (d. 1846), who was the son of 
their brother, Richard. While it is almost certain that the wife of this 
Richard Foote was Margaret Washington, she could not have been the 
sister of his brothers-in-law Lawrence‘ and Lund*, else her son, Wil- 
liam H. Foote would have appeared as an heir of John* Washington 
with Lund® and the Thompsons. 

"Va. Mag. Hist., Vol. VII; See also Vol. XXVIII, p. 230, “Va. 
Gleanings in England.” 

Mrs. Law. 

* Fairfax Wills, G. No. 1, p. 213. 
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leads to regret that more is not known of the life and works 
of this noble woman. 


“I, Elizabeth Washington, of Hayfield in Fairfax 
County * * * whole estate to my nephew and adopted 
son, William Hayward Foote. * * * To my relations 
Elizabeth L. Thompson, Kitty F. Thompson, Robert 
T. Thompson'*, money and shares of Potomac Bank 
Stock * * * and to the Washington Society of Alex- 
andria 10 shares of same and also my shares in the 
Potomac Company’® * * * to apply to the education 
of such poor girls as they think proper; nor can I for- 
bear on this solemn occasion to greet them in the name 
of our Holy Father and invoke his benediction upon 
their efforts to rescue from poverty and the sinks of 
shameless immorality those sweet, those wild blossoms 
which under their fostering care and virtuous incul- 
cation may add much to the store of human happi- 
ness; I confine this my donation to my own sex, be- 
cause I believe that human happiness has material 
dependence upon our moral and religious worth.” She 


“Grandchildren of her cousin, and brother-in-law, Robert‘ W. of 


Chotank. 

% The facts concerning the Potomac Company are too well known to 
warrant recounting here; this is not the case, however, in connection 
with the banks and schools mentioned, successively, by Washington, 
Elizabeth W. and Richard H. Foote. General Washington (1799) be- 
queathed $4,000 (represented by twenty shares of the stock of The 
Bank of Alexandria) to “The Academy in the Town of Alexandria” for 
the education “of orphans, or the children of poor and indigent persons” ; 
Elizabeth (1812) bequeaths shares in The Potomac Bank to “The Wash- 
ington Society of Alexandria” for the education of poor girls; Wm. H. 
Foote (1846) reaffirms the bequest of Elizabeth and makes additional 
provision for “The poor School for females.” 

Alexandria Academy was organized in 1785, from which time Wash- 
ington contributed fifty pounds per year to it. The Bank of Alexandria 
was chartered by the State of Virginia in 1792; It became The Bank of 
Potomac, by authority of Congress, in 1811, Alexandria, since Jan. 1, 
1800, having been a part of the District of Columbia. It is not 
definitely known what became of the money donated by Washington and 
Elizabeth but it would appear that it remained in the Bank of Potomac 
until its absorption by a later organization at which time it was turned 
over to the city authorities and became a part of the general school fund 
as it exists today. It will be noted that Mr. Foote’s bequest (1846) was 
to “The Mayor of the town of Alexandria.” 
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emancipates “My two remaining servants, Felicia and 
Daniel,” and makes provision for them. 


The will is dated December 16, 1810, and is witnessed by 
Lawrence Lewis, Notley H. Rozer and Henry P. Daingerfield. 
It was offered for probate June 18, 1812. Lawrence Lewis 
was the son of Col. Fielding Lewis and Betty Washington; his 
wife was Nelly Custis, and their home, “Woodlawn,” still one 
of the most beautiful and stately mansions in Virginia, adjoins 
Hayfield. During the absence of Mrs. Washington from Mt. 
Vernon, Elizabeth Washington had charge of the two Custis 
children who, at such times, made their home at Hayfield. 

Hayfield in its prime was a stately mansion; although of 
three different elevations it would appear that it was all con- 
structed at the same time—the brick, mortar and style of ma- 
sonry are of one period. It fronted a sweeping lawn which 
gradually merged into the wide-spreading fields which gave it 
its name. On the east and south is a box-wood maize, neg- 
lected but still luxuriant and beautiful; there are the remnants 
of a formal garden—mimosa trees, and ancient rose-bushes 
still blooming. It has been said that “A building in ruins sad- 
dens the heart, while a building unfinished chills it”—and truly 
one may not look upon the ruins of Hayfield with any but feel- 
ings of sadness. 

If the will of Lund* Washington was remarkable for its 
brevity, and that of Elizabeth for its sincere piety and no- 
bility of sentiment, that of the next owner of Hayfield, Wil- 
liam Hayward Foote, was no less remarkable in its way. 


“T direct that my body be buried in a plain coffin 
at the East end of my house where my wife may also 
be placed when this world’s strife and care is ended” 

* * *16 Everything “to my wife for as long as she 


* The graves are in the garden, which as mentioned in the text, was 


once a spot of charm and beauty. They lie so near the house that they 
are now buried under the debris resulting from its ruin. It is to be 
assumed that the graves of Lund* Washington and his little family are 
in this garden also. While neglected as to cultivation it is well fenced 
and is not subject to depredation. 
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remains my widow or for life * * * if, however, she 
should cease to be my widow or marry again, she 
must account for all these things and take her dower 
at law. It is not my purpose to give any Cur a Sop” 
* * * Directs slaves to be emancipated “from time to 
time as may comport with their probable welfare: I 
give to the grown ones twenty dollars per annum be- 
ing males and ten dollars to females. I cannot eman- 
cipate them in this state and I know not where to 
send them; they must therefore look to my dear wife 
as their protector and be true and faithful to their 
duty; she and my executor will do them justice and 
friendship. Bob Foy is one of nature’s nobility; in 
46 years of trust I never found him in falsehood or 
prevarication: for truth, faith and honesty he could 
have no superior ; he must receive $20 per annum from 
my wife and end his days where he now is. * * * 
All my servants are good trusty and true and I bid 
them a long farewell with a sorrowful heart.” 

After bequests of money to various persons,—“If 
any balance of my estate remains I direct that it be 
funded and the annual interest be paid the Mayor of 
the town of Alexandria for the use and benefit of the 
poor school for females; and I also bequeath to the 
same the ten shares in the Bank of Potomac intended 
to be given them by my late Aunt Elizabeth Washing- 
ton.” 


The will was dated Aug. 16, 1846, and was signed with the 

name and the seal of the maker ; it was witnessed by George W. 

Triplett, John R. Dale and William L. Powell. On Novem- 

ber 20th, following, a codicil was added in which he appoints 

his wife and friend Francis L. Smith joint excrs., “And to 

avoid mistakes and misunderstandings I now say that the 

{ annuity given my servants is to be paid * * * once and not per 
annum as mentioned.” The will was offered for probate on 


December 21st, 1846. 
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Much more could be written about Hayfield’? and those who 
have owned and lived in it. This article by no means exhausts 
the subject; indeed, in the writer’s opinion, it does little more 
than introduce it. 


" “Hayfield, which is only five miles south of Alexandria, not only 
has Mount Vernon but other famous, if less noted, estates as neighbors ; 
adjoining is Woodlawn, the home of Nelly Custis after her marriage to 
Lawrence Lewis; Belvoir, the colonial seat of William Fairfax, the 
founder of the family in Virginia, and father-in-law of Lawrence 
Washington the General’s half-brother. Four miles distant, to the 
south-west, is Pohick Church where Washington served as Vestryman and 
Warden for eleven years. Just beyond Pohick is Gunston Hall, home 
of George Mason author of the Virginia Bill of Rights and the first 
Constitution of Virginia; to the north-west lies Hollins Hall, former 
home of Gen. Thomas Mason, eldest son of Col. George Mason. 

“Directly north of Hayfield is Mount Eagle, colonial seat of Bryan, 
eighth Lord Fairfax, son of William Fairfax of Belvoir and intimate 
friend of Washington; directly north-west of Hayfield is Rose Hill, 
colonial residence of Daniel French; Bell Vale Manor, adjoining Hayfield 
on thenorth, whose colonial owner, Col. George Johnston, as representa- 
tive in the Va. House of Burgesses from Fairfax in 1765 moved the 
adoption of Patrick Henry’s famous resolution on the Stamp Act; on 
the south, bordering Hayfield is Round Hill, home of William Triplett.” 
(Note to the author from Mr. Charles H. Callahan, of Alexandria.) 
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DIARY OF JOHN EARLY, BISHOP OF THE 
METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, 
SOUTH 


A copy from the unpublished manuscript, contributed by E. J. Rives 
Childs, (Lynchburg, Va.) America Consulate, Jerusalem, Palestine, 
with an introductory by Rt. Rev. Collins Denny. 


Methodism has made a notable and large contribution to 
the Christianization and hence to the civilization of this country 
and of the world. It is not necessary to be a Methodist to 
recognize and admit this fact. All that is necessary is to take 
the facts ino consideration. This contribution was not simply, 
indeed not chiefly because it laid supreme stress on its preach- 
ing of a joyous doctrine of conscious forgiveness of sins, on 
a Christianity subjectively confined, but rather because its doc- 
trine was not and could not be divorced from a right life, a 
life of pure morals, motivated by a definite trust in the Christ, 
and a surrender of the will to Him to do His will. Everywhere 
those Methodists proclaimed, and enforced in discipline, the 
truth that “no doctrine vie wed individually or socially can sur- 
vive a moral betrayal.” Doctrine and life were combined, each 
essential, but the main stress was laid on life as the indisputable 
evidence of sound doctrine. An error all too common then 
and now is that the paramount end sought by the Methodists, 
indeed by all earnest Christians of every branch of the Church, 
was personal acquittal at the bar of God. On the contrary, 
while this acquittal was a definite aim, Methodism was a re- 
discovery of the brotherhood of the human race, of fellow- 
ship with each other and with our Lord, a fellowship so 
prominently set forth in the Holy Scriptures and exemplified in 
the early Church—a fellowship in the life eternal. This brother- 
hood, this fellowship, stands out clearly in the social religious 
meetings of the early Methodists, indeed they recognized these 
meetings as necessary that its people might “help each other.” 

John Wesley taught his followers to write accounts of their 
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daily experiences, to be miserly if you please with their time, 
to “buy up their opportunities.” His own Journal is the 
greatest example of such writing. It is notable that the highest 
appreciation of his Journal should come from non-Methodists, 
e. g. Rt. Hon. Augustine Birrell and Sir William Robertson 
Nicoll. The former said in a lecture before the Royal So- 
ciety (1899): It is “the most amazing record of human ex- 
extion ever penned by man,” and he “is glad to place it beside 
Walpole’s Letters and Boswell’s Johnson and to know that 
there are aspects of the eighteenth century that cannot be 
found elsewhere.” Those not familiar with that remarkable 
Journal will regard the testimonies as wild exaggerations. 
To read it will result in an approval of their judgment. 

Very many of these Journals or Diaries have been published. 
They vary as temperaments vary, but they are alike in the fact 
that they all show a self-surrender of the persons to their work. 
All contain a large element of introspection. Some emphasize 
the hard conditions of the work of these flaming evangelists. 
Many set forth the incessant labors and the triumphs over 
inevitable difficulties. Many are the groans to be heard through 
these old records, but many more are the spiritual comforts and 
joys of the members of this “Thundering Legion.” In travel 
wide and constant, in daily labors, in adaptability to meager 
opportunities, in courage, in persistence, these men were un- 
surpassed. Church buildings were very few and far apart, 
and severely plain. There were a few small school houses. 
Meetings were held anywhere, everywhere, in private homes, 
in barns, in the forests, by the camp fires of the moving people. 
Poverty was not their vow, it was their lot. Long their pay 
was $100 a year or less. Marriage generally meant discontinu- 
ance from the itinerancy. Their saddles were their homes, 
and their property comprised a horse—generally a good one, 
the clothes they wore, and a pair of saddle bags. Half of the 
bag was generally filled with books, mostly the publications of 
Wesley, and these books were sold to as many as could be in- 
duced to buy. Part of the duty of every preacher was to cir- 
culate books. Few had what can be called properly, even 
loosely, an education, but all were daily students (as they ex- 
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pressed it, “fed on”) of that best book of Christianity, morals 
and literature—the English Bible. If to state truth simply, 
with interest, convincingly, with pathos and power, be oratory, 
these men were orators. Often thousands came to hearthem, 
some to cavil, others to scoff, some to threaten, more from 
curiosity, many to be “converted.” 

Some hard words will be found in these Diaries, for these 
men were of necessity controversialists, and no man can walk 
a hair line in a fight. Only close students of the thought of 
the time and of the lives of the people know of the terrible 
theological doctrines so generally preached and professed by 
all other Churches during the first sixty years of American 
Methodism. In 1821 Dr. Archibald Maclaine’s translation of 
the Ecclesiastical History by Dr. John Laurence Mosheim, the 
best and almost the only Church History in the English lan- 
guage, continued to publish John Wesley as the foremost 
heretic of the eighteenth century, because he preached that 
“Jesus Christ so died as to make salvation possible for all 
men.” Keep that fact in mind when you read of the “broad- 
sides.” “Pugnacious partisans will be disarmed when they find 
how many of the benefits they enjoy” are due to men of like 
mind and work to the late Bishop John Early, part of whose 
Diary is herewith published. He and his colleagues stamped 
on the heart of the people the image and superscription of their 
Lord, and could we look beneath the indifference, often only 
superficial, of very many people that image and superscription 
would be found as the deepest and holiest truth in their lives. 

Except that in this Diary we find an account almost without 
complaint of the hardships of his life, his daily work, his long 
rides from appointment to appointment, his joyous experience, 
his success, his passionate longing that he and those who at- 
tended on his ministry might serve God here and hereafter, 
Bishop Early tells us little of himself. He began his itinerant 
life before he was of age. When he was a year old, January 
I, 1787, 19,288 was the total membership, white and colored, 
of the Methodists in the United States. Of this number 
4,118 were in Virginia. When he died, November 5, 1873, 
there were in the Southern Church alone 671,811, and in ad- 
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dition the number in the Northern Church was probably more 
than a million. Today in the City of Richmond there are 
16,082 members. 

Among the many prominent and successful Methodist 
preachers of his time Bishop Early was outstanding both in 
labors and in success. He was reared a Baptist, but when he 
was converted, April 22, 1804, under the preaching of Rev. 
Stith Mead, he united with the Methodists. Though he was 
a member of an influential Virginia family he began his re- 
ligious work among Mr. Jefferson’s slaves at Poplar Forest in 
Bedford County, and as was the case with almost every Meth- 
odist preacher he never lost his interest in the religious wel- 
fare of the colored race. 

This descendant of Irish ancestors soon caught the attention 
of the leaders of the Church—Bishops Asbury and McKendree, 
and Jesse Lee and Philip Bruce. In the fourth year of his 
ministry, in 1811, when he was on Greenville Circuit he 
received more than five hundred persons into the Church. In 
one of his innumerable camp meetings, held at Prospect, Prince 
Edward County, “to the transcendent glory of which Weems in 
his Life of Washington makes special reference, one thousand 
persons are said to have been converted in a single week.” 

Against his remonstrances, Bishop Asbury and McKendree, 

those astute judges of men, chose John Early, then only 27 
years old, to be Presiding Elder of the Meherrin District, a 
field of work that extended from Richmond to Lynchburg 
from the James River to North Carolina. 
Space is not available to mention in detail the many positions 
of trust and influence in the Church filled by Bishop Early. 
A Northern Methodist historian writing in 1867, who agreed 
neither with Bishop Early nor with the Southern Church the 
Bishop loved with such devotion, says: “In the General Con- 
ference of 1832 he received a large vote for the Episcopate, 
and would probably have been elected had it not been for 
his connection with slavery.” After filling every other im- 
portant position in his Church he was, in 1854, at the age of 67, 
elected to the Episcopacy. 

“In 1821 Early was married to Elizabeth Rives, a young 
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lady of great worth and piety, a member of the family which 
included the distinguished statesmen, William Cabell and Alex- 
andria Rives.” “His fellow-citizens repeatedly nominated him 
for Congress, but he declined the honor as a detraction from 
his ministerial office. The general government offered him the 
governorship of Illinois when it was a territory. President 
Adams solicited him to accept the same office in the territory of 
Arkansas, and President Tyler that of Comptroller of the 
Treasury ; but his answer was that he ‘could not come down’ 
to such positions.” 

Perhaps it is not too strong a statement to make that with- 
out Bishop Early, Randolph-Macon College would not now 
exist. He devoted to that great work his ability, his energy, 
his strength. He introduced the resclution that led to the es- 
tablishment of that “seminary of learning under the regula- 
tions and patronage of the Conference.” He was chairman 
of its building committee, helped to obtain its legislative charter, 
was the first president of its board of trustees and continued 
in that position for nearly forty years “when he became obliged 
te retire on account of his advancing years.” He was for 
many years, 1833 to 1840, the agent of the college, and traveled 
from Virginia to Georgia preaching on education and taking 
collections for the college. 

“He was well-nigh indispensable to the local government” 
of Lynchburg, being an incorporator in 1823 of the Lynchburg 
Charity School, “the town’s first organized effort for public 
education,” bringing water into that city, estplishing Spring Hill 
Cemetery in which he was afterwards buried. In addition he was 
the right-hand man of Joseph C. Cabell in the advocacy of the 
James River and Kanawha Canal; and was chairman of the 
committee to secure from the Legislature the incorporation of 
the Virginia and Tennessee Railroad Company. 

Fierce as he was in his controversies with the Baptists among 
whom he had been reared, and of which worthy denomination 
his father and mother were devout and devoted members, he 
gave his ability and influence to the service of the people, and 
that without stint. His service to the State during Recon- 
struction days was notable. 
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Mr. Edward S. Brown in a letter to J. W. Blake, has this 
to say of Bishop Early’s preaching: “Again I sit by your side 
in the chapel, when, after much persuasion, we had prevailed 
upon Big John (afterwards Bishop Early) to preach for us. 
I knew your anxiety to hear him, as you were impressed 
with the idea that he was a great preacher. Unfortunately, 
he took a doctrinal text, and soon got in the brush, floundered 
awhile, and you leaned over and whispered in my ear, ‘He 
can’t preach.’ It was evident that Big John was sensible of his 
embarrassment and finally despaired of being able to extricate 
himself, and turned all his resources on extricating himself. 

“Suddenly, he abandoned his text, and abandoned his sub- 
ject, and never alluded to either of them afterwards. He 
commenced talking about Aunt Essex and old sister Martha, 
two godly women who had lived and died in Lynchburg. He 
told of their piety and that they prayed in public and wielded a 
gracious influence , and built up the church, and advanced the 
cause of true religion. He described their death-bed scene, 
told the good advice they gave to those they left behind, their 
tender and melting farewells to their friends, how their coun- 
tenances brightened at the prospect of eternal happiness, how 
a heavenly radiance shone around and illumined their rooms, 
how the angels flitted around and bore their ransomed spirits 
to regions of ineffable delight, when he comruenced singing, 


‘Hail dearest, sweetest tie 
That binds our glowing hearts in one.’ 


and walked down from the pulpit with both arms extended, 
shaking hands with President Garland, Professor Duncan and 
everybody within reach. It was a melting time with the whole 
audience. I looked at you. The tears were running down 
your cheeks, and choking with emotion, you said: ‘He is the 
greatest preacher I ever heard.’ And I said, ‘He is a general’.” 

Stevens’ History of the Methodist Episcopal Church (pub- 
lished 1867, Vol. IV, p. 217) says: John Early still lives, after 
one of the most laborious careers in the history of the American 
Methodist itinerancy. One who has well known him says 
that “he has probably received more persons into the Methodist 
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Church than any man in it. The accounts he can give of scenes 
in Conferences, in churches, on the road, in social circles, or 
around the sick bed, are ‘telling beyond description.’ As a pre- 
siding officer we seldom see his equal for precision, dispatch, 
and business. His preaching is always dignified, simple, and 
impressive, an doften perfectly irresistible ; thousands of souls, 
on earth and in heaven, are the seals of his ministry. He still 
retains this power ; his large blue eye yet flashes with a tranquil 
and holy zeal; his powerful voice, though affected by age, yet, 
like the blast of a trumpet, peals forth the invincible truth, 
and his erect and vigorous form is yet capable of much labor. 
His knowledge of character is intuitive, his friendship invio- 
lable, his firmness inflexible, his house the home of hospitality 
and social happiness ;and if there be in his well-balanced 
character one feature more prominent than the rest, it is, that 
in the functions of the episcopal office, he never sacrifices the 
interests of the Church to his prejudices or his friendships; 
if one must suffer, it is always his friend or himself.” 

The day after his death the Richmond Dispatch contained 
the following: “Bishop Early’s bearing was brave and confi- 
dent, his teaching zealous, and his style simple and emphatic. 
His commanding presence, erect, stout, bold and frank— 
he moved with an evident consciousness of a rectitude of pur- 
pose and a sense of duty. Active and dauntless, he never lost 
an opportunity to advance any cause he espoused, and he was 
never deterred from the discharge of a duty that he felt called 
upon to perform. He was possessed of genuine personal valour 
and of the exigencies of extensive travel, to which he was ex- 
posed in pursuit of his mission, in frontier districts, among 
rude populations. There are numerous reminiscences showing 
his self-possession and strong will in language and in manner. 
For manhood, energy, strong ideas, strong language and that 
earnestness which influences men because of its honesty and 
truth, Bishop Early was a very rare man indeed.” 


Cotuins DENNY. 
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AN ACCOUNT OF THE EXPERIENCES AND 
TRAVELS OF JOHN EARLY FROM THE 
25 MAY, 1807-JUNE 8, 1814. 


Book I: Travels in Cumberland Circuit in 1807* 


Monday morning I left my father’s to return to my circuit 
with much weeping around me. My father told some of the 
family he never expected to see me again in this world. It 
caused trouble on my mind as he was out of the ark of safety 
but felt determined to serve God and call Sinners to repentance. 
I went on my way, crying to Lynchburg, twelve miles. I 
stopped and bid my brethren farewell there in hope of meet- 
ing them in glory. I went that night to Brother J. Walker’s, 
eighteen miles. Next morning to my appointment at G. 
Christian’s, ten miles. I spoke to some hearers that night. 
I went to Brother Pinnell. Heard him preach at S. Duval’s, 
six miles. 

Wednesday, 27th, to Green’s old place, eighteen miles. Had 
a happy time. About twelve or fifteen mourners. That night 
to J. Hooper’s. Had meeting. Spoke to a wicked set of peo- 
ple and insulted a son of a Baptist preacher and the Baptist 
made a noise about it. 

Then, 28th to Garnet’s, twelve miles. Spoke there. 

Friday, 29th to Tally’s. Had a powerful time. Spoke on 
the 42d Psalm, 11th verse. That day two or three young 
women wanted to fight. Spoke that night on the friend that 
sticketh closer than a brother. Stayed all that night in a 
friend’s house. 

Saturday, 30th. Went to Agee’s, seven miles. Spoke on 
28th Psalm, oth verse. After I was done an A. LL part min- 

* We are indebted to Mr. J. Rives Childs, of Lynchburg, Va., now 
of the American Consulate at Jerusalem, for a copy of the unpublished 
diaries of John Early, afterwards Bishop of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, which extend from 25 May 1807 to 8 June 1814. These diaries 
include Bishop Early’s work on circuits in North and South Carolina ; 
but space will permit only the publication of the portions relating to 
Virginia. We welcome the opportunity to print this intimate record 
of the life and work of a remarkable man. 

We are also much indebted to Rt. Rev. Collins Denny, Bishop of the 


Methodist Episcopal Church, for consenting, at our request, to write 
an introduction to the diaries. 
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ister stood up and said he wanted a great liberty to make a few 
observations. I stopped him. Gave the next appointment. 
Told the society I would meet the class) ————— Hurt the 
feelings of some of the friends until they heard his design 
for he had said the day before he intended to come and correct 
me that day. He came before meeting and said he had heard 
so much talking of my preaching and had come to hear for 
himself but in my presence. I had not heard of his coming 
to correct me before all was over. I rubbed the drunkard too 
hard for him. I had many thoughts about what had passed 
but my blessed God helped me and cleared my way. Glory 
to his name. So it is sweet to my taste. I am well in body 
and determined to get to Heaven through grace. I stayed 
all night. 

Next morning, Sunday, 31st of May, I went to Bransford’s, 
eight miles. I began to preach at eleven o'clock. After I 
was done speaking on the Commandments of God and finished 
my discourse there came in a man who looked like the devil. 
He had an old hat with several strings around it with feathers 
of different kinds. He was in his dirty ragged shirt, no coat, 
and his breeches had a piece of red flannel about an inch and 
a half wide down the seam. On the hind part of his breeches 
he had two crosses of red flannel. He was detected and for 
fear of the Lord he came and asked pardon in public. God 
save the wretch from hell. All had some sweet shouts: Glory 
to God on high. Thence to Ayres’, two miles at four o’clock. 
I spoke, God bless the people. I stayed that night at H. Ayres’. 
There [ was troubled. I thought I was not called to preach 
or else I should not feel so bad but God helped me. I re- 
tired to bed. 

Tuesday, 2nd, I went to J. Nicholas, ten miles. Spoke to 
a few people on the Beauty of Religion and the Excellency of 
Christ. At night had a powerful time with the black people 
and family. 

Next morning I was sick. I went to sister Brandsfords. 
Stayed until next morning. 


(To be continued) 
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VIRGINIA COUNCIL JOURNALS, 1726-1753 


(Continued ) 


John Wall of Brunswick County against a patent to Thomas 
Tomlinson of Surry County for 430 acres of land lying on 
the north side of Cat Tail Creek in Brunswick County 

Stephen Chastain of Henrico County against a patent to 
Anthony Rapin of the same county for four hundred fourty 
four acres of land on the south side of Jones’s Creek 

John Hamlin* of Prince George County against William 
Davis for land lying on the fork of Sturgeon’s run in Bruns- 
wick County 
John Lear of Nansemond County Gent against Richard 
Brothers of the same County for one hundred ninty five acres 
of land lying near Crapeak in the same county 

Bailey Hinman of Accomack County against Ebron Bird 
for nine hundred acres of land lying between muddy creek 
and Guilford Creek in the same County 

Richard Ogilby against Amos Lad for two hundred and 
fifty acres of land being the broad low grounds over against 
Tottero in the County of Henrico 

Elizabeth Taliaferro widow of Robert Taliaferro dec’d. 
against William Edings, Dennis Lindsay & ————— South- 
well for lands in Spotsylvania County within the bounds of a 
survey made by her dec’d husband sometime before his death 

On the petition of Henry Willis setting forth that by patent 
dated the 21st. of June 1722 Twelve thousand acres of land in 
St. George’s parish in the fork of the Rappidan River were 
granted to Cole Digges & Peter Beverley Esqrs. and William 
Robertson Gent 

That the said patentees not cultivating the said land ac- 
cording to the condition of the said patent David Bray of 
James City County Gent petitioned for the same as lapsed 
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and thereupon obtained an order of the General Court dated 
the 2nd. of May 1726 for the same land as lapsed, but hath 
neglected to sue out any patent for the same, and praying a 
grant thereof to be made to him, it is ordered that unless 
the said David Bray do sue out a patent for the land afore- 
said before the next General Court that the same be then 
granted to the petitioner. 

Benjamin Edwards’ Gent Petitioning for a grant of 2000 
acres of land formerly appropriated for the officers and men 
design’d for the Fort at Christanna,* but now become vacant 
through the slighting of the said Fort, but it appearing to the 
board that the said tract is within the bounds assigned for 
the accomodation of the Saponie Indians, the said petition is 
rejected. 

Several petitions for leave to take up his Majesty’s lands 
were read and granted as follows: 

John Holloway for 3000 acres of land in the County of 
Nansemond beginning at the mouth of Nottoway River & 
bounding on the dividing line between this Colony and North 
Carolina & running up the same to the lands of Collo. John 
Allen & Richard Williams and thence to Nottaway River and 
down the said River to the beginning. 

Benjamin Harrison for 1000 acres lying on the South side 
of James River and beginning on the head of Ashford Hughes’s 
Entry and running up to Willis’s Creek in Goochland County. 

William Dunnifant for 1000 acres in Prince George County 
beginning at a branch called the Bark House on branch on 
his own line, thence up the said branch to the poison’d fields 
thence on his own line to Hugh Bragg’s and William Ken- 
non’s lines to the head of Wolf’s branch. 

Richard Price for 4000 acres lying on the south side of 
Roanoke River, beginning at a place called Jackyoke and down 
the said River to complete the quantity. 

Larkin Chew,’ Joseph Smith, William Russel, John Chew 
& Larkin Chew, Junr. for 10,000 acres lying on both side of 
Happy Creek and joining on the great mountains, and so up 
Cape Leanock run for that quantity in Spotsylvania County. 

Thomas Chew, William Johnson and George Home for 
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6000 acres lying in the fork of Leanock run, and on the south 
side thereof in Spotsylvania County. 

John Ferguson for 1200 acres lying on the third branch of 
Swift Creek joining on his patented land, with an inclusive 
patent for both tracts in Henrico County. 

Henry Vanderhood for 1200 acres on the south side of James 
River joining on the lands of Daniel Stoner and Stephen 
Hughes in the same county. 

Alexander Marshall for 1000 acres joining on his own line 
and those of John and Holford Pride, James Akin, Henry 
Clay, Collo. William Randolph, Richard Randolph and Thomas 
Lockett with an inclusive patent for that and 2000 acres already 
granted the petr. on the north side of Appomatux River in 
Goochland County. 

Francis Epes for 5000 acres joining on the lands of William 
Harding, Samuel Good, Thomas Tanner & the petitioners own 
line with an inclusive patent for that and two thousand three 
hundred acres already patented on Skin Quarter Creek. 

William Pride’ for 1200 acres of land lying on the south 
side of Appomatux River beginning at a small spring branch 
running into the River near against the Beaver pond of Fight- 
ing creek thence on either or both sides of the river for that 
quantity in Prince George County. 

Peter Jones’ for 800 acres lying upon West Creek beginning 
at old shells ford, and running up the Creek for that quantity 
in Prince George County. 

John Jones for 600 acres lying on the north side of Nottaway 
River on both sides the Beaver ponds branch in Prince George 
County. 

William Baker for 1500 acres banks and low grounds lying 
on the fork between Blackwater River and Saneston Creek 
& adjoining to his own patented land in Nansemond County. 

Benjamin Harrison for 1000 acres of land joining on his 
patented tract on the south side of Nottaway River in Surry 
County being barrens and to have an inclusive patent for that 
his old tract and three other tracts lately survey’d adjoining 
thereto, one consisting of four hundred and seventy acres, 
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one of three hundred and fourty and one of two hundred and 
ninety. 

Larkin Chew, Joseph Smith, Thomas Chew, William Russell, 
William Johnson and George Home for 10,000 acres lying on 
the fork of Cape Leanock run, now in Spotsylvania County. 

Thomas Carr for all the King’s land lying between the 
lines of William Terrell, Joel Terrell, Richard Mauldin, Wil- 
liam Porteus, Augustine Moore, William Biggers & William 
Mcgehee in King William County. 

William Jones for 500 acres lying on the north side of 
Nottaway River, including his former survey in Prince George 
County. 

William Vaughan for all the wast land between the lines 
of Adam Topley More and Richard Smith and from thence 
to Thomas Wilson’s line including the petitioners two sur- 
veys upon Nottaway River in Surry County. 

Charles Birk and Giles Carter for 2,000 acres in Prince 
George County beginning on Edward Booker’s or Cobb’s 
head line upon Flatt Creek running up the east side of the 
Beaver pond branch of Flatt Creek extending back into the 
woods to compleat the quantity. 

Henry Anderson for 4,000 acres of land lying on the north 
and south sides of Nibb’s Creek in Prince George County. 

Henry Anderson for 2,200 acres lying on Beaver pond branch 
joining to Henry Randolph’s land and down Smack’s Creek 
joining to Capt. William Worsham’s® land in Prince George 
County. ‘ 

Henry Anderson for 2,000 acres on the branches of deep 
Creek and so on to the branches of Nibb’s Creek in the same 
County. 

John Jackson for 1,000 acres adjoining to and including his 
old land on Birchen Swamp in the same County. 

Theodoric Bland on his petition hath leave granted him to 
include in one patent several surveys by him made on Notta- 
way River joining on to a Tract called Buckskin survey’d 


by the petrs. father. 
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August 15, 1728 


Present 
The Hone William Gooch Esq: Lieut. Governor 
James Blair Richard Fitzwilliam 
Cole Digges John Grymes & 


John Custis, Esqrs. 


John Grymes Esq. presented a Warrant 
Jno. Grymes _ under his Majesty’s Signet and Sign Manuel 
Esq. on his re- bearing date the 31st. of January 1727/8 con- 
new’d Comm. _ stituting him Receiver General of all his Ma- 
sworn Rec’r. _jesty’s Revenues with in this Colony, and hav- 
Genl. etc. ing together with Archibald Blair & Francis 
Willis Gent his securities entered into Bond 
to his Majesty in the sum of Six thousand pounds sterling for 
the due discharge of that office took the oaths appointed by 
an Act made in the first year of his late Majesty’s reign En- 
titled an Act for the further security of his Majesty’s person 
and Government and the Succession of the Crown in the Heirs 
of the late Princess Sophia being protestants and for ex- 
tinguishing the hopes of the pretended Prince of Wales, and 
his open and secret Abettors, subscribed the Test, and took 
the oath for the due execution of the said office. 
A Deputation from the Honble. Horatio 
John Blair Walpole, Esq. Auditor General of his Maj- 
Gent sworn esty’s plantations constituting John Blair Gent 
Deputy Deputy Auditor of his Majesty’s Revenues in 
Auditor. this Colony was presented at the Board and 
rec’d. and thereupon the said John Blair took 
the oaths appointed by an Act made in the first year of his 
Majesty’s reign Entl. an Act for the further security of his 
Majesty’s person & government and the Succession of the 
Crown in the Heirs of the late Princess Sophia being prot- 
estants, and for extinguishing the hopes of the pretended 
Prince of Wales, and his open and secret Abettors, subscribed 
the Test, and took the oath for the due execution of the said 
office. 


: 
id 
ll 
? 
yn 
e 
il- 
ge 
ice 
- 
ice 
b’s — 
the 
the 
rth 
is 
h 
1c 
eek 
rge 
eep 
me 
. 
his 
tta- 


180 VIRGINIA HISTORICAL MAGAZINE 


On the Application of the Officers of his 
Rights to be §_Majesty’s Revenue It is Ordered that a num- 
issued for ber of Rights not exceeding the value of five 
£500 value. hundred pounds be made out and disposed 
of towards the supplying such persons as shall 
have occasion to take up land. 
Whereas it appears by the public prints as 
Order dis- well as private advices from Great Britain 
charging the __ that on the ratification of the preliminary Ar- 
Embargo’s ticles between his Majesty and the Catholick 
King all hostilities between the Nations are 
ceased, and that orders have accordingly been dispatched to the 
Spanish West Indies, It is therefore ordered that the Embargo 
laid by this Board the 17th. of April be from henceforth dis- 
continued, of which the Officers of the Customs within this 
Colony are required to take notice, and to signify the same 
to the Masters of the Ships and other Vessels trading in their 
respective Districts. 
Whereas Abraham Lewis Master of the 
Orders for Ship & Mark Whitson Master of the Ship 
prosecuting Rappahannock of Bristol, in contempt of the 
the contemers orders of Government for laying an Em- 
of the late bargo, did depart this Colony without the Con- 
Embargo voy appointed for the security of the Trades, 
It is ordered that the Bonds given by the 
said Lewis and Whitson be prosecuted as soon as they or either 
of them shall return back to this Colony. 

On reading at this Board the petition of Robert Baylor of 
King and Queen County Gent setting forth that he is informed 
there is above 4,000 acres of land not yet granted by his Maj- 
esty or his predecessors lying in the counties of King and 
Queen and Essex between and adjoining upon the lands of 
Peter Beverley Esqr., Joseph Smith, Thomas Barnet and others 
for which the petr. hath made entries with the respective sur- 
veyors, and praying that the said Surveyors may be directed 
to lay out the said ungranted lands to him as being the first 
discoverer thereof not exceeding 4,000 acres in the whole, It 
appearing to this Board that the lands described by the petr. 
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interfere with a patent granted to Edward Hill, Esqr., dec’d. 
and probably may be part of the lands contained within the 
bounds of the said patent upon which there has lately been a 
suit in the General Court and an Appeal now depending be- 
fore his Majesty in his privy Council between John Carter 
Esqr. and Elizabeth his wife & John Baylor, Infant, It is 
therefore ordered that the consideration of the said petition 
be referred until the determination of the said appeal and in the 
mean time that neither of the Surveyors of the said Counties 
do make any surveys or receive Entries for any of the lands in 
dispute between the said Parties or thereto adjoining until 
further orders be given therein. 
Richard Ambler’ of York town Esgr. by his 
Land within _ petition setting forth that between the land 
the highwater appropriated for the said Town & the River 
mark at York- there lyes a beach of sand which at high tide 
town granted _is overflowed, but nevertheless may with some 
to Rich’d expence & labour be made convenient for 
Ambler. building warehouses for the securing mer- 
chandise of great bulk & weight, which 
through the steepness and height of the bank cannot easily 
be conveyed into the Town, that the petr. is desirous to erect 
a Warehouse on the said Beach adjoining to that place called 
the Church landing, and praying that eighty foot square of the 
said Beach may be granted him by patent for the purpose 
aforesaid with power to enlarge the same by making a Wharf 
into the River which may be of great benefit to the Trade of 
that Town, It is according ordered that the said Richard 
Ambler have lease to survey eighty foot square of the said 
Beach near the Church landing in York town and that a patent 
be granted him for the same with power to extend a Wharf 
of the same breadth from thence into the River provided 
always that the ground hereby assigned him be laid out so 
as not to encroach upon the public buildings or the streets 
leading through the said Town to the Riverside. 
Thomas Nelson of York town Merchant, 
The like to by his petition setting forth that between the 
Thomas land appropriated for the said Town and the 
Nelson” River there lyes a Beach of sand which at high 
tide is overflowed, but nevertheless may with 
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some expence and labour be made convenient for building 
warehouses for securing merchandise of great bulk & weight 
which through the steepness and height of the bank, cannot 
be easily conveyed into the Town, that the petr. is desirous 
to erect a warehouse on the said beach opposite to the petr’s. 
Lotts, and adjoining to the landing he now useth, and praying 
that eighty foot square of the said Beach may be granted him 
by patent for the purposes aforesaid, with power to enlarge 
the same by making a Wharf into the River, which may be 
of great benefit to the trade of that Town, It is accordingly 
ordered that the said Thomas Nelson have leave to survey 
eighty foot square of the said Beach adjoining to the landing 
he now useth in York town and that a Patent be granted him 
for the same with power to extend a Wharf of the same 
breadth from thence into the River, provided always that 
the ground hereby assigned him be laid out so as not to en- 
croach upon the public Landings or those streets leading 
through the said Town to the River side. 

The Governor acquainted the Board that 
Mr. Burwell upon Mr. John Blair’s receiving his com- 


appointed mission to be Deputy Auditor of his Maj- 
Nav. Officer _—esty’s Revenues he had appointed Mr. Lewis 
of James Burwell to be Naval Officer of the Upper 
River Upper District of James River in the room of the 
Districts. said Mr. Blair, which appointment was ap- 
proved. 

Alexander Kennedy by his petition setting 
Petition forth that 200 acres of land in Sawyer’s 
for lands. Swamp in the County of Elizabeth City was 


about thirty years ago taken up and surveyed 
by one Henry Jenkins who sold the same to William Armistead 
late of Elizabeth City County dec’d. and is now in the pos- 
session of Robert Armistead Junr. who severally held the 
same without suing out any patent, and praying a Grant thereof, 
It is ordered that the said Robert Armistead be summoned 
to appear at the Council to be held the next Court of Oyer 
& Terminer to answer the said petition. 
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NOTES TO COUNCIL JOURNALS, 


2 John Wall was a member of the House of Burgesses for Brunswick 
county at the sessions of August 1736, November 1738, May 1740, 
August 1740, May 1742, September 1744, February 1745, July 1746 and 
March 1747. 

Joseph Wall owned 150 acres in Surry in 1704. His will was proved 
in that county April 19, 1727, legatees: wife, sons James, John, Joseph, 
Richard and Robert, daughter Elizabeth. Son John executor. ‘ 

The records of Brunswick county contain the following: Daniel 
Wall, inventory Oct. 7, 1736._ Michael Wall, will dated July 8, 1749, 
proved Dec. 26, 1749, friend Robert Jones, Jr., executor, sister Agnes, 
son James, daughter Lucy, kinsman Walter Campbell and Nicholas 
Edmunds, executors. William Wall, inventory, March 31, 1752. Michael 
Wall, appraisement, Jan. 24, 1758. John Wall, appraisement, Nov. 28, 
1758. Mary Wall, will dated Feb. 3, 1762, proved March 28, 1763, 
legatees: son George Wall, daughter Mary Wall, son Urvin(?) Brown, 
daughter Betty Cooke, Burwell Cooke, son of Betty Cooke. John Cooke 
executor. Will of Rebecca Wall, dated May 3, proved July 28, 1774, 
legatees: sons Benjamin, Michael and William Wall, daughter Eliz- 
abeth Sims. William Sims executor. Will of John Wall, Jr., dated 
Nov. 15, 1777, proved Nov .24, 1777, legatees: Aunt Agnes Wall, son 
Michael Wall, posthumous child, Cousin Peter Gray Wall, son of 
James and Sarah Wall. Wife Mary, friend James Wall and brother- 
in-law James Mason executors. Will of George Wall, dated June 12, 
1780, proved March 26, 1787, legatees: daughter Mary Wall, son John 
Wall, son William and Brodnax Wall. Friends William Hall Brodnax 
and Henry Robinson executors. 


* The first of the Hamlin family in Virginia was Stephen Hamlin, 
who had a grant of land at the Middle Plantation in 1638, and later 
others in York and Charles City. The destruction of so large a part 
of the records of Charles City and Prince George prevents the prepa- 
ration of a full genealogy; but notices of the family may be found in 
the William and Mary Quarterly, XI, 50, 60; XXIV, 288, 280. 

* William Edwards, the emigrant ancestor of the family of the name 
in Surry and adjoining counties was a merchant and planter in Vir- 
- in 1644. There is a genealogy in the William and Mary Quarterly, 

V, 79-83, 195-197. 

“In 1714 Governor Spotswood collected a group of members of Siouan 
tribes at Fort Christanna on the Meherrin River near the present 
Gholsonville, Va. Spotswood gathered these tribes in the hope that 
they would form a barrier against the hostile Indians. They were 
Meipontsky, Occanechi, Saponi, Styaraki and Tutelo (Handbook of the 
American Indians). Dr. Tyler says, in the William and Mary Quarterly, 
“Spotswood commenced building the fort in August 1714. He took 
great interest in it and frequently visited it. The fort was built upon 
rising ground and was a five sided palisaded inclosure, and had, in place 
of bastions, five houses which protected each other. Each side of the 
fort was about one hundred yards long. It mounted five cannon and 
had a garrison of twelve men.” The General Assembly confined the 
trade with all Indians south of the James to this place and granted 
it to a company on condition of building a school house and bearing 
the charges of the fort for two years. Rev. Charles Griffin, a man 
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of excellent character, was appointed schoolmaster by the Governor, 
who paid him £50 a year out of his own pocket. In a short time he 
had seventy Indian scholars who were greatly attached to him. Ina 
few years the fort was discontinued. The trading company, as a 
monopoly, excited much hostility and in 1718 the Assembly revoked 
its charter. Mr. Griffin became master of the Indian school at William 
and Mary College. 

The site of the fort is still known as the Fort Field and a nearby 
road is called The Fort Road. An old cannon once mounted on its 
ramparts, still exists and has been given to William and Mary, where 
it may be seen on the campus. 

5In a note in this Magazine, XIII, 114, 115, Mr. Charles E. Kemper 
called attention to the fact that on Oct. 28, 1728, Robert Carter, as 
agent for the proprietors of the Northern Neck filed a caveat against 
this grant. “This protest,” says Mr. Kemper, “sounded the first note in 
the long controversy between Lord Fairfax and the Crown in reference 
to the southern boundary of the Northern Neck.” The land applied 
for lay on Happy Creek which flows out of Chester’s Gap, in the 
Blue Ridge, and enters the Shenandoah immediately below Front Royal. 


*William Pride, the emigrant ancestor of this family, lived in Hen- 
rico before 1677. His son, William Pride, of the text, died at an ad- 
vanced age after 1736. The Prides lived in Chesterfield, Amelia and 
other counties. One of them, John Pride, of Amelia, was long prom- 
inent in public life. He was a member of the Virginia Convention of 
1788, of the House of Delegates 1778, 1779, 1780-81, 1781-2, 1783-87; 
of the State Senate 1788-93, and Speaker of that body 1789-1793. 
account of the earlier generations and of some branches of the later 
ones is in James Branch Cabell’s Branchiana, 162-171. 

It is strange that John Pride, probably a son of the Speaker of the 
Senate, fought a fatal duel in London on account of a quarrel about 
American politics. Dr. Nathaniel Carpenter of Devonshire came to 
Virginia before the Revolution and settled in King and Queen county. 
In 1796 his son, William Fauntleroy Carpenter, and John Pride were in 
London. In the Gentleman’s Magazine for 1796 (p. 709) is a notice of 
the death, on August 12, at the age of twenty-one, of William Fauntle- 
roy Carpenter, son of a Devonshire gentleman, who had removed to 
Essex County, Virginia, where at the time of writing young Mr. Car- 
penter’s mother and three brothers resided, and whence he had recently 
come to England to receive a fortune bequeathed him many years before 
by his uncle, Coryndon Carpenter, Esq., of Launceston, Cornwall. He 
was killed in a duel with Mr. John Pride, aged about twenty-five years, 
also a native of Virginia. The duel took place in consequence of a 
conversation at the Virginia Coffee House in which Carpenter con- 
demned those members of Congress who had opposed the treaty with 
England and Pride took the other side. The meeting took place in 
Hyde Park at five paces and Carpenter was shot in the side and died 
next day. He begged that Pride and the seconds — not be pros- 
ecuted and was, says the magazine, “an uncommonly fine young man.” 

*A comprehensive genealogy of the descendants of the emigrant, 
Peter Jones, (from one of whom the City of Petersburg, Va. de- 
rived its name) and also of another line, descended from Richard 
Jones, which lived in the same section, Prince George, Amelia, etc., 
by Mrs. Augusta B. Fothergill, of Richmond, was published in Rich- 
mond in 1924. 

* William Worsham, of the text, belonged to one of the families of 
earliest settlement in Virginia, which has become very numerous 
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widely scattered. William and George Worsham ,probably brothers, 
had a grant of 400 acres at Old Town on the Appomattox Rover and 
Old Town Creek, which William Worsham had purchased from Seth 
Ward in 1640. pat 

George Worsham, one of the patentees, was J. P. for Henrico in 
1656, and had a son, Capt. George Worsham of Henrico, born 1648, 
J. P. for Henrico 1707, who married Mary, daughter of John Pigott 
of that county. Siac’ 

George Worsham, of Henrico, (probably the second) died in 1735, 
leaving a wife Mary and sons Joseph (of Chesterfield county who died 
about 1763) and Richard. . 

George Worsham, of Henrico, was living in 1746, married Sarah, 
daughter of Joshua Irby, and had sons John and Joshua. John Wor- 
sham, the son of George, died in Chesterfield about 1753, leaving issue: 
Joshua, Thomas and John ~— died in 1753, leaving a son John). 

Among the descendants of the first George Worsham were, probably, 
Elizabeth Worsham, of Henrico, who in 1697, married Thomas Liggon ; 
Mary Worsham of Henrico, who in 1696, married John Hester; Fran- 
ces Worsham, of Henrico, who in 1703, married William Rowlett, and 
Charles Worsham, of Henrico, who died in 1735, leaving a widow, 
Elizabeth, son Henry and daughters Ann and Lucy. ; . 

William Worsham, the other patentee, died before 1661. He married 
Elizabeth —_———, who married secondly, Col. Francis Eppes, of Hen- 
rico. Mrs. Elizabeth Worsham-Eppes died in 1678. Two wills made 
by her are recorded in Henrico county, proved October 1678. The 
first, dated July 28, 1678 and describing her as “Elizabeth Epes of 
Bermuda Hundred, widow,” makes the following bequests: to daughter 
Elizabeth Kennon, a stone ring, her black gown, green silk petticoat, 

een satin bodie, and one fourth of her money in the hands of Samuel 

laphamson (of London), to granddaughter Mary Kennon (who mar- 
ried Major John Bolling, of “Cobbs”) a stone ring “given me by my 
sister King,” to her daughter Mary Worsham, one fourth of her money, 
certain personal property and wearing apparel and her thumb ring; 
to her daughter Mary Eppes a “new suite which came in this year”; 
to son John Worsham, one fourth of her money and her silver tobacco 
box; to son Charles Worsham, one fourth of her money and certain 
personal property. The remainder of her estate to her husband Eppes’ 
children makes son (in-law) Richard Kennon executor. 

The_ second will, dated Sept. 23, 1678, describes her as widow of 
Col. Francis Eppes, of Henrico, deceased, ratifys all her gifts to her 
children by her former husband, Mr. William Worsham, deceased. 
What estate was given her by the verbal will of her husband, Col. 
Francis Eppes, she wishes to be divided between the children she had 
by said E s, viz: William, Littlebury and Mary, when they come 
of age. Appoints her [step] son Francis Eppes and her son [in law] 
Richard Kennon her executors. 

The account of Francis Eppes, her executor is recorded in Henrico, 
and shows she was buried in the highest colonial style. The account 
gives the following items: to Doctors Cogan and Spears 1000 lbs. of 
tobacco each; to Dr. Irby 300 Ibs. tobacco, to Mr. John Ball, minister, 
200 Ibs. tobacco for her funeral; 1o lbs. butter @ 50 lbs. tobacco, 2 
gallons brandy @ 70 lbs. tobacco; half pound pepper and half pound 
ginger @ 9 lbs. tobacco, 5 gallons wine @ 150 lbs. tobacco, 8 Ibs. sugar 

32 lbs. tobacco, one steer @ 600 Ibs. tobacco, 3 large weathers 

450 Ibs. tobacco. 

William and Elizabeth Worsham had issue: 1. Captain John, died 
1729, J. P. for Henrico 1685, sheriff 1696, 1697, married ————-; 
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2. Charles, died 1719 (possibly he may have been the father of the 
Charles referred to above); 3. Mary, married Richard Liggon, of 
Henrico; 4. Elizabeth, married Richard Kennon, of “Conjurer’s Neck.” 

Capt. John and ————— Worsham had issue: 1. John, of Henrico, 
ft a Agnes Osborne, widow, and died 1745; 2. William, of Henrico, 
married , and died 1748; 3. Daniel, of Henrico, married § 
and died before 1729; 4. Elizabeth, married ———_— Marshall; 5s. 
Mary, married ————— Robertson; 6. Martha, married ————— Ward; 
7. Anne, married ————— Osborne; 8. eee, married ————— Poy- 
thress; 9. Daughter, married —-——— Eppe 

Issue of John and Agnes (Osborne) | 1. Edward, born 
Jan. 10, 1740, died Feb. 14, 1775, married Elizabeth —-_———. His tomb 
is (or was some years ago) in an old graveyard on the river bank 
about a quarter of a mile above Bermuda Hundred. Some of the land 
left him was in Amelia; 2. John, died unmarried, about 1772; 3. Mary, 
married ————— Wilkinson. 

Issue of Edward and Elizabeth Worsham: 1. John, born Dec. 25, 
1771, died May 30, 1795, tomb at the old eraverers: 2. Edward, born 
Jan. 20, 176- (tomb at the old graveyard); 3. Michael, died Sept. 15, 
1795 (tomb at the graveyard); 4. Sarah, born Feb. 25, 1775, died Oct. 
1795 (tomb at the graveyard), married Archibald Baugh and had a 
daughter Margaret J., born 1811, died Sept. 24, 1835, married Chastain 
Clarke, of Richmond. Mrs. Clarke’s tomb is also at the old Bermuda 
Hundred graveyard. 

Issue of William Worsham (son of Capt. John): 1. William, * 
Chesterfield county, died about 1772, married Rosamond ————— 
John, of Chesterfield, died about 1772, married —————; 3. Lucy ; ; 
Obedience, married ————— Howson. 

Issue of John Worsham (son of William and grandson of Capt. 
jor: 1. John; 2. William; 3. Thomas, J. P. for Chesterfield 1764; 
4. Henry. 

Issue of William and Rosamond Worsham: 1. Daniel; 2. William; 
3. Ann, married ————— Dison; iv Frances, married ————— Rowlett. 

Issue of Daniel and Judith Worsham: 1. Phebe; 2. Martha; 3. 
Elizabeth. 

William Worsham, of Chesterfield county, was a lieutenant in the 
Virginia Regiment of Light Dragoons, and died in Georgia Aug. 18, 
1779, of wounds received in action a few days before. He named in 
his will his brother Richard, then at sea, and his uncle, Peter Talbot, 
of lacuna He was probably son of George Worsham, who died 
in 17 

In Chesterfield county are recorded the wills of William Worsham, 
dated Dec. 19, 1752, who names his wife Anne, daughter of Isham 
Eppes and his daughter Elizabeth Eppes Worsham, and of Essex Wor- 
sham, dated Nov. 8, 1758, who names his wife Anne, sons Drury (then 
living in Amelia Co.), Henry, William and Edward and daughter 
Phebe Harper. 

The preceding notes were gathered from the records of Henrico and 
Chesterfield, where a thorough examination will give much more infor- 
mation. Among the members of this very large family, in later days, 
were William Worsham, who married Margaret, daughter of ————— 
and Sarah (Mayo) Jones, and who was the father of Branch J. Wor- 
sham, who was for nearly sixty years, clerk of Prince Edward county, 
retiring about 1870; Dr. H. C. Worsham, member of the House of 
Delegates from Dinwiddie county 1863 and 1864; William Leigh Wor- 
sham, 23d Va. Infantry, C. S. A., who was killed at the battle of 
Fredericksgurg and Joseph H. Worsham, sheriff of Chesterfield 1865. 
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* Richard, son of John Ambler and his wife Elizabeth Burkadike, or 
Bickadike, of the City of York, England, was born Dec. 24, 1690, and 
died Feb. 1766. He came to Virginia in 1716 and settled at Yorktown, 
but acquired considerable property on Jamestown Island when, in 1724, 
he married Elizabeth (born Oct. 1709, died 1756) daughter of Edward 
Jacquelin, of Jamestown. 

The appraisement of the personal estate of Richard Ambler recorded 
in York county, 1766, includes the following: 

59 negroes 

60 negroes in Louisa 

In Warwick, stock, implements, etc., and 11 negroes 

In York, plate, furniture, 22 negroes, etc. 

Pohatan [“Powhatan”, James City Co.] negroes 14 

In Hanover, negroes 20 

and much other personal estate (given in the appraisement.) 

Total value of all personal estate and negroes to £14940. 5. %. They 
had issue: 

1. Elizabeth, born 1731, died 1740. 

2. Edward, of Jamestown, born 1736, died Oct. 30, 1768; was a 
member of the House of Burgesses at the sessions of Nov. 1766 (suc- 
ceeding his brother John), March 1767, and March 1768. He married, 
1754, Mary, daughter of Wilson Cary. 

3. John, born Dec. 31, 1735, died May 27, 1766. He was sent first 
to Wakefield Grammar School, Yorkshire, and thence to Trinity College, 
Cambridge, where he was admitted a pensioner, Oct. 15, 1753. He was 
admitted to the Inner Temple, Nov. 21, 1754, migrated to the Middle 
Temple, Nov. 21, 1754, and was called to the English bar Jan. 28, 
1757 (American Members of the Inns of Court, Jones). On his re- 
turn to Virginia he was Collector of York River district and a member 
of the House of Burgesses for Jamestown at the sessions of Nov. 1759, 
March, May and October 1760, March 1761 and was elected to the 
session of Nov. 1766; but died before taking his seat. His tomb, 
formerly in the churchyard at Jamestown, but now destroyed, bore the 
following epitaph: 


“John Ambler, Esquire, Barrister at Law 
Representative in the Assembly for 
Jamestown, and Collector of the District 
of York River, in this Province. 

He was born the 31st of December 1735, 
and died at Barbadoes, 27th of May 1766. 
In the relative and social duties—as a 
son and brother and a friend—few 
equalled him, and none excelled him. 
He was early distinguished by his love 
of letters, which he improved at Cambridge 
and the Temple, and well knew how to adorn 
a manly sense with all the elegance of lan- 
guage. To an extensive knowledge of 
men and things he joined the noblest sen- 
timents of liberty, and in his own exam- 
ple held up to the world the most stri- 
king picture of the amiableness of reli- 

gion,” 


5. Richard, born 1748, died 1749. 
6. Jacquelin, born Aug. 9, 1742, died Feb. 10, 1798; Collector and 
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Naval Officer of York River 1774-76; member of Council 1780, etc., 
and Treasurer of Virginia. He married May 4, 1764, Rebecca, daughter 
of Lewis Burwell, of Gloucester county (the object of Jefferson’s early 
admiration under the name “Belinda”). His daughter Mary was 
the wife of Chief Justice Marshall. 

The Ambler arms shown on the tomb of John Ambler (died 1836) 
at Shockoe Hill Cemetery, Richmond, are: sa, on a fesse or, between 
three pheons ar, a lion passant guardant, gu. Crest: two dexter hands 
conjoined sustaining a mural coronet. 

A compact genealogy of the Amblers is given in Paxton’s Marshall 
Family, 42-45, and a more detailed account in Miss du Bellet’s book. 
It is understood that a member of the English branch of the family 
is now preparing a pedigree to include the English and American lines. 

“In this Magazine, XVII, 187, 188, was published the will of William 
Nelson (1670), grandfather of Thomas Nelson, the emigrant to Vir- 
ginia, in which Hugh Nelson, William’s father, is mentioned as living, 
and in XIII, 402, 403, the will of Hugh Nelson, father of the emigrant. 

It appears from a deposition in York county that Thomas Nelson, 
the emigrant, came to Virginia in 1696 and again in 1698, probably as a 
merchant or supercargo. He is said to have settled at Yorktown about 
1700. He was long J. P. for the county of York. He married Ist 
Margaret Reade, granddaughter of Col. George Reade, of the Council, 
and 2nd Mrs. Frances Tucker, nee Houston. 

He was buried in the churchyard at Yorktown where his tomb re- 
mains with the arms: per pale argent and sable, a chevron between 
three fleurs de lis countercharged; Crest: a fleur de lis per pale argent 
and sable, and the following epitaph: 


“Hic Jacet 
Spe certa resurgendi in Christo 
Tuomas Netson, Generosus 
Filius Hugonis et Sariae Nelson 
de Penrith in Comitatu Cumbriae 
Natus 20’ mo die Februarii Anno Domoni 1677 
Vitae bene geste finem implevit 
7 mo. die Octobris, 1745: Aetatis suae 68” 


a 
= 
2 
cA 
Vip 
)) 
| 


PRESIDENT WILLIAM NELSON 


a 
= aug 
Ae 
| 
} 


a 
i 
5 
i 
i 
j 
4 
{ 


VIRGINIA COUNCIL JOURNALS 189 


Issue (1st marriage) : 


1. William. 
2. Mary, married Col. Edmund Berkeley, of “Barn Elms”, Middle- 
sex county. 
Thomas. 


Issue (2nd marriage) : 

4. Sally, married Robert Burwell, of Isle of Wight county. 

William Nelson (son of the emigrant), was born in 1711, and died 
Nov. 19th, 1772. He was for many years the most prominent merchant 
in Virginia, and was also a very extensive land and slave owner. The 
earlier portion of his life seems to have been given to building up one 
of the greatest mercantile houses in the colonies, but when he once 
entered public life he held office until his death. At the session of May 
1742, he was a member of the House of Burgesses for York county 
and in 1744 was appointed member of the Council, retaining his place 
in that body until his death, He was President of the Council when 
Lord Botetourt died and was acting Governor from Oct. 15, 1770 to 
August 1771. He was a visitor of William and Mary College. He 
married, in 1738, Elizabeth, daughter of Nathaniel Burwell, of “Carter’s 
Creek”, Gloucester county, and had six children to live to maturity. 
His eldest son, Thomas Nelson, (1738-1789) was educated in England 
at Hackney School under Dr. Newcome, and on May 15, 1758 was ad- 
mitted a pensioner, under Mr. (afterwards Bishop) Porteous to Christ’s 
College, Cambridge, where he resided until Ladyday 1761. He was 
Governor of Virginia, Major General in the American Army and a 
signer of the Declaration of Independence. 

President William Nelson was buried in the churchyard at Yorktown 
where his tomb bears the following inscription: 


“Here lies the body of the Honourable Wit1am 
NEtson, Esquire 
late President of His Majesty’s Council in this 
Dominion. In whom the love of man and the love 
of God so restrained and enforced each other 
and so invigorated the mental powers in general 
as not only to defend him from the vices and follies 
of his country but also to render it a matter 
of difficult decision in what part of laudable 
conduct he most excelled. Whether in the tender and 
endearing accomplishments of domestic life 
or in the more active duties of a wider circuit. 
As a neighbor, a gentleman or a magistrate 
Whether in the graces of hospitality, or in the possession 
of piety. Reader if you feel the spirit of that 
excellent ardour which aspires to the felicity 
of conscious virtue animated by those consolations 
and divine admonitions, perform the 
task and the distinction of the 
righteous man. 
He died the 19th of November, Anno Domini, 1772 
Aged 61” 


The present Neison house at Yorktown (now owned by Mrs. Blow 
and renamed “York Hall”) was built by President Nelson in 1740-41. 
At the time of President Nelson’s death in 1772 the house had doubt- 
less been given to his son Thomas who then occupied it. 

One of President Nelson’s letter books is now in the library of the 
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Episcopal Theological Seminary, Alexandria, Va., and extracts from it 
have been printed in the William and Mary Quarterly, VII, 25-30. 

Following is a copy of the will of President Nelson recorded in 
York county: 

“In the name of God, Amen. I, William Nelson, of the Town a: 
County of York in the Colony of Virginia, Esquire, being at present 
indisposed, tho in my perfect senses, do make this my last Will and 
Testament. My precious and immortal soul, whenever it shall please 
God to call me hence, I most humbly resign into the hands of Almighty 
God, hoping through the merits and meditation of my blessed Saviour 
and Redeemer Jesus Christ, to receive a full pardon of my great and 
manifold sins, and to partake of the joyful resurrection at the last day— 
My Body I desire to be interred as my Executors shall think fit, in a 
decent but not pompous manner, and as to the worldly Estate with 
which it hath pleased God to bless me, so much above my desire, I 
dispose of the same (my just debts and funeral expenses being first 
paid) in the following manner. I give and bequeath unto my dear and 
well beloved wife, Elizabeth Nelson, the sum of five thousand pounds 
sterling to be paid her one year after my decease. I also give to my 
said well beloved wife, the sum of Two hundred and fifty pounds 
Sterling per annum during her natural life—the first payment to be 
made within one month after my decease. I also give to my said well 
beloved wife, her Watch, all her Jewels, Rings, Snuff Boxes, Clothes 
and other ornaments of which she may be possessed at the time of 
my death. I also give to my well beloved wife, during her natural life, 
my House wherein I now live, with the Lotts and Gardens thereto 
belonging, including the Store Garden, but not the Storehouses, also 
my Stable and the Lott whereon it stands, the use of all my household 
furniture, Plate, Coach, Chariot and Cart with all their Harness, my 
Town Horses and Town Cows, and the use of Ten House Servants, 
such as she shall Chuse: all these things I say I give her the use of 
during her natural life—I also give to my said well beloved wife all 
the Liquors and Provisions of every kind that shall be in the House at 
my death, and any Medeira Wine and Rum imported for the use of 
the family, which may be in my storehouses. I likewise give her all 
such Family goods and liquors as I may have wrote for. I also give 
to my said wife such new goods as she may chuse out of my store for 
herself and the use of my three younger children to the amount of 
One hundred and fifty pounds Sterling, prime cost. I further give to 
my dear wife, during her natural life, the use and profits of my 
Plantations in Warwick and James City Counties, commonly called 
Cheesecake Plantation with the use of the Slaves and Stocks of 
every kind thereto belonging, and after her decease, I give and devise 
teh said Lands, Slaves and Stocks and every thing else belonging 
thereto, to my son Hugh and his heirs forever. I also give to my 
said dear wife, during the term of her life, the use of my Plantations 
near Yorktown, called Pennys and Tarrapin Point, including my meadows 
with the Slaves, horses, Carts and Stocks of every kind thereto be- 
longing with liberty of cutting her firewood off the said lands and 
also a tract called Dowsings. It is my will, and I do accordingly direct 
that, of the annuity hereby given to my dear wife, one hundred pounds 
Sterling shall be paid yearly by my son Thomas out of the residue of 
my estate given to him, and seventy five pounds sterling shall be paid 

y each of my sons Hugh and Robert yearly out of the estates I shall 
give to them. It is my further will and desire that my dear wife shall 
be supplyed out of any part of my estate, with such Beef, Pork, Wheat 
and Corn as she shall require annually. After the decease of my 
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dear wife, I give to my son Hugh, his heirs and assigns forever the 
House I now live in, the lots and gardens thereto belonging, together 
with the Store Garden, but not the Storehouses, also my Stable and 
the lott on which it stands, likewise all the furniture of my House, as 
it may remain at his mother’s death, my Plate excepted. I do also 
give to my said son Hugh and his heirs forever my Mulatto woman 
named Aggy with all her Children and future increase. I give and 
devise to my sons Thomas and Hugh and their heirs forever, as tenants 
in common and not as joint tenants, my Store Houses in Yorktown 
and at the waterside, having already by deeds, given to my son Hugh, 
all my lands and Slaves in the Counties of Frederick and Fauquier, 
I only give him a legacy in money of Two Thousand Pounds Sterling. 

I give and devise to my son Robert and his heirs forever, all my 
lands in the county of Albemarle with the Slaves and Stocks of every 
kind thereto belonging, which lands, Slaves and Stocks are now in the 
possession and occupation of my son Thomas Nelson, but as I shall, by 
this Will, give my said son Thomas, a much larger proportion of my 
estate, I do hereby order and direct that he shall give a Release to his 
brother Robert and his heirs forever of all that whole estate in the 
County of Albemarle upon which condition, he is to hold my lands 
and estate in the County of Hanover. I also give and bequeath to my 
said son Robert the sum of Two Thousand pounds sterling. I give 
and devise to my two sons, Nathaniel and William and their heirs 
forever, all my share and interest in The Dismal Swamp Scheme 
and if either of them should die before he comes of age, I give and 
devise the whole to the survivor and his heirs forever. I also give 
and bequeath to my said sons Nathaniel and William, to each of them, 
I say, the sum of five thousand pounds sterling. I desire that the 
Pecuniary Legacy given to my dear wife may be first paid, and that the 
other money Legacies to my children may be collected and paid according 
to their Seniority, and that the parts of my younger sons may be placed 
out at interest till they respectively come of age. After the death of 
my wife, I give to my son Thomas, my best Silver Cup and the rest 
of my Plate I desire may be divided—two thirds parts of which I 

ive to my son Thomas, and the other third part to my son Hugh. 

give to my son Thomas my Mulatto woman, Hannah, with her children 
and all her future increase, to him and his heirs forever, and after the 
death of my dear wife, I give the Ten House Servants with their 
Children and future increase of which she is to have the use for life, 
unto my son Hugh and his heirs forever. I give to my son Thomas, 
my Virginia Amathyst Seal set in gold, to my son Htfgh, my gold 
watch, Chain and Cornelian seal, to my son Robert my gold Stock 
Buckle, to my son Nathaniel my Sword and Pistols, and to my son 
William I give my best Garnett Sleeve Buttons sett in gold. I give 
to my dear sister, Mary Berkely, the sum of twenty five pounds ster- 
ling per annum during her life, to be paid to her by son Thomas 
out of the residue of my estate, and I do hereby remit and release to 
my said Sister any sum or sums of money she may owe me at the time 
of my death. I give and bequeath to my Cousin Hephzibah Nelson 
Twenty Pounds Current Money a year to be paid her by my son Thomas, 
out of the residue of my Estate, during her natural life. I give and 
bequath to the Court of Directors appointed by Act of Assembly to 
errect and superintend the Public Hospital for the reception of Lunatics, 
etc., the sum of One hundred pounds current money to be by them 
applyed towards the farther relief of such Patients as may be sent to 
the said Hospital as they, in their discretion, may think fit, but not 
to the enlargement of the Building or to any other purpose. I give 
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and bequath Fifty Pounds current money to the poor of the Parish 
of York Hampton to be distributed as my Executors shall think proper. 
I desire that my wearing Apparel of every kind shall be disposed of 
in such manner as my dear wife and my two eldest sons shall chuse. 
All the rest and residue of my estate of what nature of quality soever, 
whether real or personal in Virginia or elsewhere, I give, devise and 
bequath to my son, Thomas Nelson, to him, his heirs and assigns for- 
ever. I appoint my dear Brother, the Hon: Thomas Nelson Esquire, 
my dear friend Robert Carter Nicholas Esqr. and my two sons 
Thomas and Hugh, Executors of this my Will, and guardians of my 
younger children during their minority. I desire that my Estate may 
not be appraised, and that my Executors may not be obliged to give 
any security for their performance of the Trust hereby reposed in them. 
Lastly, I do hereby revoke and annul all former wills by me hereto- 
fore made, and declare this to be my only true last Will and Testament. 

In Testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my 
seal this sixth day of October in the year of our Lord one thousand 
seven hundred and Seventy two. 

Wm. Nelson 


[L. S.] 


Signed, sealed, published and declared by the Hon. William Nelson 
Esquire as and for his last Will and Testament in presence of us who 
at his request and in his presence do hereunto subscribe our names as 
witnesses. 

Dudley Digges 
David Jameson 
Lawe Smith, Junr. 


At a Court held for York County 
21st day of December 1772. 

This Will was proved according to law by the oaths of Dudley Digges, 
David Jameson and Lawrence Smith, Junr., the wihnesses thereto, and 
ordered to be recorded, and on the motion of the Hon. Thomas Nelson 
Esquire, Robert Carter Nicholas, Thomas Nelson and Hugh Nelson 
Esquires, the Executors therein named, who made oath thereto as the 
law directs. Certificate was granted them for obtaining a Probat in due 


form. 
Teste. Thos. Everard,” 
Cl. Cur. 


Thomas Nelson (son of the emigrant) was born at Yorktown in 
1716 and died there in 1782. His education was begun in Virginia 
and he then went to England where he was admitted to the Inner 
Temple June 1, 1733, and was called to the a bar June 7, 1739 
(American Members of the Inns of Court, by E. Alfred Jones). He 
returned to Virginia and was elected a member of the House of Bur- 
gesses for York county for the session of February 1745 (succeeding 
his brother, William, who had been appointed to the Council) and 
was again a member at the sessions of July 1746, March 1747, October 
1748 and April 1749; was appointed to the Council in 1749 and re- 
mained a member until 1776. He succeeded William Nelson as Presi- 
dent of the Council in 1772. He was Secretary of State 1743-1776 and 
from his long tenure of that office was known as “Secretary Nelson.” 

His house at Yorktown was for a time Cornwallis’ headquarters; 
but was destroyed by the bombardment. On Oct. 8, 1781, he was sent 
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From portrait by Chamberlin, London, 1754 


Photograph by 
Frick Art Reference Library. 
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into the American lines under a flag of truce. A contemporary writer 
says that he spoke cheerfully to the officers who gathered around him, 
and encouraged them by his description of the great damage the shells 
were doing in the town. Thomas Nelson married Lucy, daughter of 
Henry Armistead and had three children. A genealogy of the Nelson 
family is in Dr. R. C. M. Page’s Genealogy of the Page Family in 
Virginia, 

“ Major William Todd, of King and Queen county was a grandson 
of Thomas Todd, of “Toddsbury”, Gloucester county, the emigrant, 
who married Anna Gorsuch, a niece of the , Richard Lovelace. 
An elaborate genealogy of this family was published in this Magazine, 
Vols. XXIV-XXIX, inclusive. 


(To be continued ) 
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DONALD ROBERTSON’S SCHOOL 
King and Queen County, Va., 1758-1769 


Extracts From His Account Boox 


[This Society is indebted to Miss Sue A. Bradford, Spring- 
field, Ill., for the gift of the account book of her ancestor, 
Donald Robertson, who from about 1758 to 1769 was master 
of a then famous school in King and Queen County, Vir- 
ginia. He had among his pupils James Madison (occasionally 
referred to in the accounts as “Mr. Jamie”) and Ednriund 
Pendleton. An account of Donald Robertson and his descend- 
ants is given in the “Robertson-Taylor Family”, by William 
Kyle Anderson, of Detroit, Michigan, published about 1900. 

Donald Robertson was a grandson of Charles Robertson 
and son of Charles Robertson, who was born in 1681 and mar- 
ried Isabella McDonald. Their son Donald was born Sept. 27, 
1717, it is said in Aberdeenshire. Late in their lives his parents 
moved to Edinburgh, where Isabella Robertson died March 5, 
1753, and was “decently buried in West Friar’s Churchyard”. 
Donald had sailed for Virginia a few weeks before her death. 
Mr. Anderson had in his possession a letter written by Charles 
Robertson [then living with his son Charles at Sunderland, 
England] on March 8, 1757, to his son Donald in Virginia, 
and another, of the same date from the younger Charles to 
Donald, still remains. 

Donald received his Collegiate education at Aberdeen and 
Edinburgh. He married Henrietta, daughter of Sir William 
Maxwell of Springkill. On leaving Scotland for Virginia 
Donald Robertson left his wife with a kinsman, Malcolm Ogil- 
vie, of Edinburgh until he could make a home for her in the 
Colony. A Latin Bible, once belonging to him, contains an 
entry showing that he arrived in Virginia on March 29, 1753; 
but he never saw his wife again as she died in Edinburgh four 
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days earlier. On Sept. 27, 1764 he married a second wife, 
Rachel, daughter of John Rogers, of King and Queen County. 
He died Nov. 7, 1792. 

The Robertson school in Drysdale parish was on the eastern 
side of the Mattapony, about four miles above Dunkirk. Be- 
fore opening his school Robertson is stated to have been a 
tutor in the family of Col. John Baylor. 

So far as is known this account book is the only record of 
the kind relating to a Virginia school which remains. 

On the inside of the front cover are several entries now 
almost entirely illegible.] 


Nov. I lent Mr. G. Throckmorton 9 fulls of a Tub 
[ ?tub fulls] of old corn supposed to be xxx 
[P. 1] Books Lent 1764 


To Mr. Hubbard a Vol. of Montagne’s restored 
To Mr. Burns a Vol. of Do.—restored 1766 
To Billie Harwood Fontenelle’s Pluralitys—re- 
stored 
Dec. To Mr. R. Jones, Cel xxx de Med.—restd. 
To Harry Innes Ovid’s Metam., 2 Vols.—rest. 
xxx 17. To Mr. xxxtt at Mr. D. Grahame’s, since sent to 
Parson Dick, restored. 
Nov. 1766. To Mr. Garnet lent Salmon’s Geography & Gram- 
mar—restd. 
xxx 1767. To Mrs. Todd by Kittie, Dodsley’s Aesop. restd. 
xx 1767. Isl xxx Fingal to Mr. John Sutton by his fathers 
Overseer Mr. Philips. restd. 
xx Sept. To G. Lyne 2d. Vol. of the Preceptor 
Oct. To do the first Vol. of do. restd. 
To Edmd. Lyne Boyer’s Grammar. restd. 
1769, May. To Thomas Shore Dryden’s Virgil in 3 volumes. 
restored 
To Mrs. Throckmorton one Vol. of Hervey’s 
Med. restd. 
xxx. Mr. Christopher Todd 2d. Vol. of Montagne 
To Mr. Hurt xxxx book of Surveying 
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Larkin Garnet [or Garner] owes me xxx 

I owe Mr. Roger’s Frank xxx 

I owe Gabriel 1 sh. pd. 

Parson Loyd owes me 1 sh. pd. pd. over for 
Maney 

I owe Samuel Garlick 18d. pd. 

I owe Mr. John Dix to sh. pd. 

Mrs. Richards owes me 3 sh. pd. I owe her a 
Bottle of Brandy. 

Cleared and pd. 

I owe my Gabriel 7sh. 2d. for Mrs. Richard’s 


Harry. pd. 


I owe Mrs. Smelts James for a couple of Flag 
Colors 3sh. pd. 

Mrs. Lisson owes me 15 sh. for 3 sheep. pd. 

I owe Mr. Tommy Shore’s 3d. pd. 

I engaged to pay Mrs. Hurt 3 sh. for Agg’s Cloth 
to be charged to Mrs. Hooker. pd. 

I owe Mr. Roger’s Frank 2d. arrears for a Bed. 

I owe Gabriel 2sh. 8 3/4 d. pd. 

I owe Mrs. Richard’s Harry 21 d. pd. 4d. pd in 
full. 

Samuel Garlick owes me Ish. 9 d. pd. 

!Capt. Wm. Lyne owes me 5sh. 7 d. Charged to 
acct. 

I owe Mr. Hollaway 1 sh. in pt. for Turkeys 

Miss Hannah Dilliard »wes me § sh. for making 
a 2 d. pd. 

Mr. Richard Philips owes me 5 sh. 2 d. pd. 

I owe Mrs. Richard’s Frank for checkers 4 sh. 

I owe Tommie Moore Ish. 3d. pd. 

I have a petterian [?] of Gabriel’s 18d. pd. 

I owe Mr. Martin’s Will 3 sh. 6 d. for 3 hens & 
chickens xxx 

I owe to Mr. Roger’s Frank for chicken xxx 
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Account of My Scholars for the Year 1758 


Joseph Taylor to the Latin to June 29, pd. £2-3 

Edmund Pendleton to do pd. £4-6 

George Taylor to English . . . from Mar. 2 to 
Latin. pd. £3.15 

James Taylor & Francis Taylor to English pd. £2 

John Hoomes to Eng. Feb. to Latin pd. £3.17 

Miss Betsey Pendleton to Nov. 10 upwards of a 
year pd. £1.15 

To John Sutton to English 10 1/2 mo. pd. 17sh. 
6d. 

Wm. Sutton began Latin 10 1/2 MO. pd. £3. 15 3 

Joseph and James Edmundsons to Apr. inclusive 

Entered again Aug 21, . . . to the end of Oct. 
4 1/2 Mo, 15 sh. pd 

Jno. & Wm. Wilys to English. Began Lat. May 
17. 7 1/2 Mo. pd. £5.7.6 

Wm. Harris to Lat. 10 1/2 Mo. pd. £3.15.3 

Hen Todd Feb 20, began Latin 10 1/2 Mo. pd. 
£3.15.3 

Harry Winston to Eng. 10 1/2 MO. pd. 16sh. 8d. 

Rob. Harris to Lat. 10 Mo. pd. £3.11.8 

Miss Millie Pollard pd. 16sh. 8d. 

James & And. Harrisons to Christmas pd. £1.11.8 

Pitman Clements to Eng. to do [Christmas] pd. 
15sh. 10d 

Ewen Clements to Lat. 3 1/2 Mo. pd. £3.8.1. 

Wm. Taylor pd. 15sh. 8d 

John Martin to Nov. 17 inclusive 11sh. 3d. pd. 

Nannie Chick to Nov. 3 inclusive pd. 1osh. 8d 

Nannie & Ambrose Waldens. 7 Mo. pd. 11sh. 8d 

Louisa Walden 7 Mo. pd. 11sh. 8d 

Bobby Chick to the end of Nov. 7 Mo. pd. 11sh. 
8d 

Reuben Gatewood to Arithmetic—a quarter. pd. 
7sh. 6d. 

Nanny Whaling 3 MO. pd. 8sh. 4d. 
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Hen. Robinson to Lat. 6 MO. pd. £2.3 
Alexr. Parker 6 MO. pd. 8sh. 


Acct. of Scholars 


Wm. Ballard. pd. gsh. 2d 


Tho. Brown pd. O. O. 
Brought over £53. 12. I 
Total 54. 14. 3 
Robert Innes Began Latin Aprl. 22 
& 
Harry Innes pd. 
Harry Robinson to Latin xx Mo. pd. 4. 6. 0 
Jno. Robinson to Latin pd. 4. 6. 0 
Thomas Robinson pd. & 
Wm. Sutton to Latin 9 Mo. to 
English 3 Mo. pd. 
John Sutton Feb. 7, began Latin. pd. 4. I. 10 
Wm. Todd Began Latin Apr. 22 
(Read Rudts) pd. 3. 15. O 
Harry Todd to Latin (Lilly’s Gr. 
2 sh.) 4. 8 oO 
(May 29 Miss Todd pd. in pt. 40 
sh.) pd. in full 4. 8 oO 
Edmund Pendleton to Latin (Lilly’s 
gr. 2sh.) pd. 4. 8 o. 
Jno. Holmes to Latin pd. 4. 6 0 
Philip Richards to Latin, pd. 3. 10. O 
Humphrey Richards pd. ee 
Ewen Clements to Latin pd. 4. 6. 0 
Wm. & John Martins to Latin to 
Apr. 15 pd 
Wm. & John xxx to Latin pd zg, 8% 


(To be continued) 
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NOTES AND QUERIES 


KENNON LETTERS AND QUIT RENT ROLLS. 
The Kennon Letters and Quit Rent Rolls will be continued in the next 
number of the Magazine. 


SPIERS-PARKER-MAYS 


Wanted names of children of Alexander Spiers and wife Sarah Cary, 
daughter of Henry Cary, of “Ampthill”, Chesterfield Co., Va. 

Wanted ancestors of Richard Parker of Cumberland Co., Va., who 
died in Halifax Co., Va, in 178r. 7 

Wanted ancestors of John and James Mays, who settled in Bedford 
Co., Va., in 1777. 

Mrs. George P. Parker, 
Bedford, Va. 


THE TOMBS AT WARNER HALL. 


Some patriotic people are attempting to raise funds to repair the old 
tombs of the Warners and others at Warner Hall, Gloucester County. 
The first Augustine Warner was the common ancestor of Washington 
and Lee, and the second of the name was ancestor of almost in- 
numerable people, now resident all over the United States. It is urged 
that those who have undertaken the work of restoration receive full 
and prompt support. Contributions can be sent to Mrs. Richard Talia- 
ferro, Ware Neck, Va. 


A GEORGE WASHINGTON LETTER AND ITS RECIPIENT. 
Tue Toms or Joun DANDRIDGE 


During the past summer a letter written by General Washington in 
1788 went the rounds of the American and English newspapers. The 
Washington (D. C.) Post of July 12, 1924, published the letter with 


the following comment: 
The occasion of the visit of members of the American Bar association 
to Sulgrave Manor, on July 25, will be marked by the presentation of 
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some valuable new gifts to the Manor house. Sir Charles Wakefield 
will present an original Washington letter which he has recently ac- 
quired, and the contents of which are an excellent illustration of the 
keen business instincts that Washington manifested throughout his 
career. The letter is dated from Mount Vernon, June 28, 1788, and reads 
as follows :— 


Dear Sir,—When Mrs. Washington was at the Church of Fredericks- 
burg, she perceived the Tomb of her father, the late John Dandridge 
Esqr., in a ruinous condition, and being desirous of having it done up 
again,—will you permit me, my dear Sir, to request the favor of you 
to engage a workman to do this——The cost I will remit so soon as it is 
known, and you shall inform me of the execution.— 

I would thank you for ascertaining the price beforehand, having from 
disinclination to dispute accounts, felt, in too many instances, the ex- 
pansion of Tradesmen’s consciences when no previous agreement has 
been made.— 

My best wishes, in which Mrs. Washington joins me, are tendered to 
Mrs. Carter—With much truth, 

I am—Dear Sir, 
Yr. most obed. and affect. Hble. Ser, 
G. Washington. 


Desiring to ascertain the name of the individual thus addressed, I 
consulted Mr. Worthington C. Ferd’s Writings of Washington, and 
found the letter reproduced on page 284, Vol. II of that work. The name 
of the addressee was given as Charles Carter, but his post-office and 
identity were left to conjecture. 

A written inquiry was made of the Sulgrave Institution at my re- 
quest by a friend who was in London during and after the meeting of 
the American Bar Association in July, and elicited from the resident 
steward, whose own name by a coincidence is Carter, the following 
reply: 

“Washington Manor House, 

Sulgrave, Banbury, July 3oth, 24. 

“Dear Sir, 
The address you require is as follows: 
Charles Carter Esqr 
of Ludlow 
Fredericksburg 
Yours sincerely, 
F. Carter, 
Resident Steward.” 


According to the genealogy of the Carter family as given in Lee of 
Virginia, Charles Carter of “Ludlowe” was the son of Charles Carter 
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of Cleve, by his first wife Mary Walker, married Elizabeth Chiswell, 
had issue, and died in 1796. 

Mr. Fairfax Harrison, writing of Charles Carter of Cleve, states 
that “in 1756, his son Charles, Jr., of Ludlow, was returned as his 
colleague in King George,” and served with him in the House. After 
the Revolution a son of Charles of Ludlow represented Stafford. (Will 
of Charles Carter of Cleve, Annotated, Va. Mag., XXXI, 43.) 

Although, according to the genealogy mentioned, Charles of Ludlow 
was the eldest son, he did not inherit Cleve, the family seat, that going 
to a brother John, and upon the death of the latter to another brother, 
Landon. Ample provision, however, appears to have been made for 
him by his father during the lifetime of the latter (Ibid. 44, 48). 

L. Beverley Howry, 
Washington, D. C. 


COBBS-ABRAMS-HENRY. 


1. Augustes Cobb or (Cobbs) married Elizabeth Abrams or (Abrums). 
He lived and raised his family in Buckingham County, Va. A brother, 
Thomas Cobb, went to one of the Carolinas or Georgia. Norvel or 
(Novel) Cobb, a Colonel in the Confederate army (resident of Rich- 
mond after the war) was a nephew of Augustes Cobb. Issue of Au- 
gustes and Elizabeth (Abrams) Cobb were: 1. James Napoleon Cobb, 
born in Buckingham Co., Va., went to Georgia; 2. Jacob Levi Cobb, 
born in Buckingham Co., Va., went to Georgia; 3. Pleasant Augustes 
Cobb, born in Buckingham Co., Va., died in Lynchburg, Va.; 4. Richard 
Cobb, married a Miss Harvey, lived in Buckingham County; 
5. John Anderson Cobb, married Elizabeth Ann Pullin, Highlands Co., 
Va.; 6. Frances Cobb, married Mr. Willis P. Bowmen (or Bowen), 
went to Ohio, they had two sons, John Anderson and Delifaiette Bow- 
men. 

2. Elizabeth Abrams (or Abrums) had brothers and sisters as follows: 
I. Abrams, married James Hudson of Augusta County, Va., 
they had a son, Judge William Hudson, of Staunton, Va.; 2. 
Abrams, married Kitchen, lived near the N. Cuniinn line, 
one son known “Waddy” Kitchen; 3. John Abrams, married Sally 
lived in Goshen, Va., their son “Wickley” Abrams was a Baptist 
preacher ; 4. Anderson Abrams. 

3. Henry Henry, married Sarah , living in Rockingham Co., 
1793. Issue: 1. Sarah Henry, married Samuel Pullins, Jan. 20, 1793, 
lived in Highland Co.; 2. Jean (Jane) Henry, married Thomas Pullins, 
Feb. 17, 1794, lived in Highland Co.; 3. Hugh Henry, married Martha 
Pullins, , went to Kentucky; 4. Others? 

On marriage record of Sarah Henry to Samuel Pullins, John Henry 
is surety. (Record, Rockingham County, Va.). 
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Who were the parents of Henry Henry, also brothers and sisters? 

4. Records of the Anderson and Pleasant families probably show where 
the Cobbs and Abrams had married into them. 

I would appreciate any information or data on the above families. I 
can give same on John Anderson Cobb, Sarah Henry, and Jean Henry 
lines. 

(Miss) Virginia Cobb, 
211 S. Water St., Sapulpa, Okla. 


HOOKE-SCOTT. 


It is claimed that the Hooke family of Rockingham County, Virginia, 
were related to General Wingfield Scott. Can this be verified? 
Was General Wingfield Scott a descendant of Captain Robert Scott 
(1758), of Augusta County, Virginia? 
Any information will be appreciated. 
(Mrs.) Audrey K. Spence, 
Wytheville, Va. 


BANKS-CHAPMAN-RUSS. 


Ann Cary, of Richmond, Va., married a Banks. Their daughter 
married George Russ of Raleigh, N. C., a Revolutionary soldier. Cary 
Russ, daughter of this couple, married Moses Bolton, and had Cary 
Bolton, who married Wm. Irving Black, son of Matthew Black. 

Wanted dates or service records of any of these persons, also in- 
formation in regard to Chapman and Roush families of Virginia and 
Pennsylvania. 

Alice V. Robinson, 
4228 Corliss Ave., Seattle, Wash. 


NICHOLAS- BRUNSKILL. 


On page 44 of volume 23, of your Magazine, I note some data on 
the Nicholas family. Perhaps you will find the following interesting. 
George Nicholas, who settled in Dinwiddie, became clerk of the county 
and died March oth, 1771. (Albemarle Parish Register). John Nicho- 
las, probably a son of George, succeeded him, at least he was clerk of 
Dinwiddie, July, 1789 (Order Book of Dinwiddie) and continued clerk 
until 1833. If this is the same (and not two) John Nicholas, and he 
succeeded his father George; then, he was clerk of Dinwiddie for 6a 
years (1771-1833), almost as long a time as his cousin, another John 
Nicholas, who was clerk of Albemarle for a period of 66 years. I 
find also an Edmund Nicholas, who was clerk of Cumberland Co., 1760- 


1770. 
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On page 43 of the same volume, there is a reference to Rev. John 
Brunskill. In January 1787, January 1788, January 1791 and in January 
1792, he returned to the court of Amelia a list of the marriages he had 
performed the preceding year, showing that he was officiating as Rector 
of Raleigh Parish as late as 1792. 

(Rev.) S. O. Southall, 
Dinwiddie, Va. 


WHITING. 


In the Apri! number of the Magazine, 1924, there were several mis- 
takes in the account of the Virginia Whitings. I have an extremely 
old account of the Virginia Whitings, and James, a youth of sixteen, 
came over with Rev. George Keith in 1617 on the ship George; patented 
land in Gloucester in 1642, and built Elmington. The second mistake is 
that Ann Beverley Whiting, daughter of Col. Thomas Whiting, married 
Major John Prosser; it should be Major John C. Pryor; third, Ann 
Bush, the oldest daughter of my grandfather, Kennon Whiting, should 
be Anne Boush; fourth, the daughter of my uncle, General Julian Wythe 
Whiting, of Mobile, is Jessie Fairfax, not Lessie. 

The Boush family of Norfolk is a very distinguished one and I have 
a complete line. 

Mrs. W. G. Young, 
84 Victoria Ave., Hampton, Va. 


[What was meant was that, on account of the destruction of the 
Gloucester records, Henry Whiting was the earliest ancestor from whose 
descent can be proved by legal evidence.—Ed.] 


CLARKE, LOUISA COUNTY. 


In the Virginia Magazine of History and Biography for October, 1924, 
I notice the statement that William Clark, son of Micajah Clark, Sr., 
married Elizabeth Allen. I have a little pamphlet called, “Captain 
Christopher Clark”, written and privately printed by Micajah Henry 
Clark, of Clarksville, Tenn., who was a grandson of Hon. William 
Clark. In this pamphlet he states that his grandmother, wife of Hon. 
William Clark, was Judith W. Cheadle, daughter of Col. Tarleton 
Cheadle. He gives the children of William Clark and Judith Cheadle 
as follows: 1. Jacob Clark, b. Oct. 20, 1782, died without issue; 2. Lucy 
Clark, b. June 6, 1784, died in infancy; 3. Major James Clark, b. Dec. 
29, 1785, m. Margaret Douglass Lewis; 4. Dr. Micajah Clark, b. Jan. 
28, 1788, m. Caroline Virginia Harris, who was born Dec. 29, 1804. 
These last were the parents of Micajah Henry Clark. 
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It is evident then that William Clark, who married Miss Allen, was 
not a son of Micajah Clark, Sr. I should like to know who he was. 
And who was Christopher Clark, a Revolutionary soldier, who married 
Elizabeth Hope? I am interested in compiling a correct account of the 


descendants of Christopher and Penelope Clark, of Louisa Co., Va. 
Juliet Fauntleroy, 


Altavista, Va. 


CARLTON-WALLACE-MONTGOMERY. 


John Carleton or Carlton is said to have married Elizabeth Wallace, 
by whom he had John, Thomas, Lewis and Ambrose, and to have died 
about 10 years before the Revolution. The youngest son, Ambrose, b. 
March 28, 1763, moved to Wilkes Co., N. C., and served in the Revo- 
lution from there. He married there Jean Montgomery, daughter of 
Robert and Esther Montgomery, of Scotch ancestry, said to have moved 
from Virginia to Wilkes Co., N. C., also said to have come from 
Scotland to the Carolinas. John Carlton, father of Ambrose, John, 
Lewis and Thomas, had a sister, Elizabeth, who married a Barlow 
and moved to Kentucky. It is said there was a John Carleton who 
married an Elizabeth Barlow, possibly the father of my John. I have 
thought the John who married Elizabeth Barlow might be the John 
Carleton mentioned as being the quit rent roll 1704 of King and Queen 
County. However, I am arxious for the Carleton line back to the im- 
migrant ancestor to Virginia, the parentage of Elizabeth Wallace Carl- 
ton and to know if Robert Montgomery of Wilkes Co., N. C., was 
an immigrant first to Virginia, and if so, when? 

Owens—There was a Welsh family of Owens early in Virginia 
in which the feminine name of Behethlemon appears, sometimes written 
Behethleon in old records. Two brothers, first names unknown, moved 
to the Shenandoah country probably around 1750. The one had a 
daughter, Nancy, b. March 15, 1754; the other a son, William, b. 
Nov. 10, 1750. These two cousins were married, probably in Shenan- 
doah Valley, Virginia, Sept. 20 or 30, 1773. William Owens served in 
the Revolution under Capt. James Cook, Col. Brown 1776; under Capt. 
James Newell, Col. Preston 1778-9; under Capt. James Maxwell, Col. 
Preston 1780; from Augusta Co. about 1800 they moved to Pulaski 
Co., Ky. Their children were Reuben, Jane, Sarah, Rebecca, Samuel, 
Nancy, Avy, William, John, Martin and Leoina, the last, perhaps, a 
Welsh name. This dau. Rebecca named a daughter Behethlemon, but 
they called her Hetty for short. I am anxious to obtain the given 
names of those brothers who were fathers of William and Nancy 
Owens, and as much of their ancestry, military records, if any, as 
possible. Would like to get back to the immigrant ancestors. 

Mrs. G. M. Selby, 
630 N. Main St., Sheridan, Wyo. 
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HARRISON OF JAMES RIVER 
(Continued) 


It will scarcely be believed, that almost fifty years after these 
events had taken place, in a work assuming the character of impartial 
history, this very paragraph is quoted, and attributed to unmanly fears. 
If by fear, be meant the compulsory retreat of an unprotected legis- 
lature before the bands of the ferocious Tarleton, then, indeed, were 
Mr. Harrison and all the delegates cowards; but if by fear, be meant a 
request “to despatch with all convenient speed those measures, which 
the people expect, to rid them of an implacable enemy,” then is it, as 
it appears to us, a perversion of language and of motives which cannot 
be excused. The descendants indeed of the patriots of Virginia have 
just reason to complain that their merits have been depreciated, and their 
conduct misrepresented with a view to bring more strongly into the light 
a man, certainly inferior to many of them in useful talents, and in active 
duty, and by no means superior in patriotism or disinterestedness. 

In the year 1782, on the resignation of Mr. Nelson, Mr. Harrison 
was elected governor of Virginia, and became one of the most popular 
officers that ever filled the executive chair. His services during the 
period, were many and great; the fluctuations of public opinion, the 
situation of the continental army, the state of public currency, the ef- 
forts of intriguing men, and the natural revulsion of affairs, which 
accompanied the return of peace, called forth all the vigour and stead- 
iness of his character. To enter, however, upon the detail of his meas- 
ures, would be to write the history of Virginia during his administration, 
a task inconsistent equally with the character and limits of this sketch. 
Every personal anecdote however is interesting of such a man, and we 
shall conclude this period of his life, by an extract from the writings 
of an intelligent traveller, who thus describes a visit which he paid to 
him in the year 1782. 

“After dinner I went to pay a visit to Mr. Harrison, then governor 
of the state. I found him in a homely but spacious enough house, 
which was fitted up for him. As the assembly was then sitting, there 
was nothing to distinguish him from other citizens. One of his brothers, 
who is colonel of Artillery, and one of his sons, who acts as his sec- 
retary, were with him. The conversation was free and agreeable, which 
he was even desirous of prolonging; for on miy rising in half an hour, lest 
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I might interrupt him, he assured me that the business of the day 
was at an end, and desired me to resume my seat. We talked much of 
the first congress in America, in which he sat for two years, and which 
as I have already said, was composed of every person distinguished for 
virtue and capacity on the continent. This subject led us naturally to 
that which is the most favorite topic, amongst the Americans, the 
origin and commencement of the present revolution. It is a cir- 
cumstance peculiar to Virginia, that the inhabitants of that country 
were certainly in the best situation of all the colonists under the 
English government. The Virginians were planters, rather than mer- 
chants, and the objects of their culture were rather valuable than 
the result of their industry. They possessed, almost exclusively, the 
privileged article of tobacco, which the English came in quest of, 
into the very heart of the country, bringing in exchange every article 
of utility, and even of luxury. They had a particular regard and 
predilection for Virginia, and favoured accordingly the peculiar dis- 
position of that country, where cupidity and indolence go hand in 
hand, and serve only as the boundaries to each other. It was un- 
doubtedly no easy matter therefore, to persuade this people to take 
up arms, because the town of Boston did not choose to pay a duty 
on tea, and was in open rupture with England. To produce this 
effect, it was necessary to substitute activity for indolence, and fore- 
sight for indifference. That idea was to be awakened at which every 
man, educated in the principles of the English constitution, shudders, 
the idea of a servile submission to a tax to which he has not himself 
consented. The precise case however relative to them, had not yet 
occurred, though every enlightened mind foresaw that such was the 
object, and would be the inevitable consequence of the early measures 
of the government: but how were the people to be convinced of this? 
By what other motive could they be brought to adopt decisive meas- 
ures, if not by the confidence they reposed in their leaders? Mr. 
Harrison informed me, that when he was on the point of setting 
out with Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Lee, to attend the first congress at 
Philadelphia, a number of respectable but uninformed inhabitants, 
waited upon, and addressed them as follows: ‘You assert that there 
is a fixed intention to invade our rights and privileges; we own that 
we do not see this clearly, but since you assure us that it is so, we 
believe the fact. We are about to take a very dangerous step, but 
we confide in you, and are ready to support you in every measure 
you shall think proper to adopt.’ Mr. Harrison added, that he found 
himself greatly relieved by a speech made by Lord North soon after, 
in which he could not refrain from avowing, in the clearest manner, 
the plan of the British Government. This speech was printed in the 
public papers, and all America rang with its contents. Returning 
afterwards to Virginia, he saw the same persons who had thus ad- 
dressed him on his departure, who now confessed that he had not 
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deceived them, and that hence forward they were resolutely determined 
upon war. These particular details cannot but be useful to such 
Europeans as are desirous of forming a just idea of those great 
events, in which they took so deep an interest; for they would be 
much deceived in imagining that all the thirteen states of America 
were invariably animated by the same spirit, and affected by the same 
sentiments. But they would commit a sfill greater error, did they 
imagine, that these people resemble each other in their forms of 
government, their manners and opinions. One must be in the country 
itself; one must be acquainted with the language, and take a pleasure 
in conversing, and in listening, to be qualified to form, and that slowly, 
a proper opinion and a decisive judgment. After this reflection the 
reader will not be surprised at the pleasure I took in conversing with 
Mr. Harrison. Besides that, I was particularly happy to form an 
acquaintance with a man of so estimable character in every respect, 
and whose best eulogium it is to say, that he is the intimate friend 
of Dr. Franklin. He pressed me to dine with him next day, and to 
pass another day at Richmond; but as there was nothing to excite 
curiosity in that town, and I was desirous of stopping at Westover 
before I returned to Williamsburg, where I was anxious to arrive, 
we set out on the twenty-seventh, at eight in the morning, under the 
escort of Colonel Harrison, who accompanied us to a road from which 
it was impossible to go astray.” 

After having been twice re-elected governor, Mr. Harrison became 
ineligible by the provisions of the constitution, and in 1785 returned 
to private life. He was immediately announced as a candidate for his 
own county without solicitation, and without his knowledge; but in 
this instance, and in this only, he failed of success. A political rival 
artfully made use of a measure which he had adopted while gov- 
ernor, that of obliging the county militia to level the embankments 
raised at the siege of Yorktown; and by working upon the feelings 
of the populace, succeeded in exciting against him a momentary un- 
popularity. He did not hesitate as to the course he should pursue. 
The election in the neighbouring county of Surry, occurred a fort- 
night after that of Charles City, where he had been rejected. He 
left Berkeley, crossed over into Surry, and after residing there a 
few days, was returned with his son Carter, by an almost unanimous 
vote, to the ‘egislature. This completely frustrated the plans of his 
opponent, whose opposition had arisen from a wish to be placed in 
the speaker’s chair, a situation which he knew there was little chance 
of obtaining when Mr. Harrison was a member of the house. The 
unfairness of the scheme induced Mr. Harrison to exert an influence 
he would otherwise have willingly omitted, and being nominated as 
presiding officer, he was immediately elected. The people of his own 
county convinced of their hasty error, and mortified at the result, 
before the succeeding annual election solicited his return, and from 
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that period he represented them without an interval until his death. 

Mr. Harrison was now considerably advanced in years, and his 
constitution was beginning to suffer under the effects of age and of 
a very active life; he was not himself willing to attribute it to these 
causes, but used to say that it arose from his having pursued the 
foolish fashions of the time, and abandoned good old Madeira for 
light French wines. The high veneration for his character however 
still remained, and when the new constitution of the United States 
was submitted to Virginia, he was chosen a member of the convention. 


THE COLONIAL ROYALLS OF VIRGINIA* 


By John Royall Harris 
President of Cumberland University 
Lebanon, Tenn. 


(Continued) 
Chapter II. 
Tue JosepH Roya, Jr. Ling 


1. JosepH Royatt, Jr., 1681-2-1747. Son of Capt. Joseph and Mary 
Eppes, grandson of Joseph, the emigrant and Katherine Banks. 
Married December 1698, Elizabeth, daughter of Richard Kennon 
and Elizabeth Worsham. Commissioned sheriff of Henrico County 
first Monday in June 1720, likely when his father ceased to serve. 
Various land transfers, notably five hundred acres on north side 
of Appomattox River, July 2, 1735, to sons William and John, 
part of patent nine hundred acres, Jan. 22, 1717. “Of Bermuda 
Hundred”, therein stated. Will Feb. 26, 1747, probated first Mon- 
day in April 1748, divides his belongings among heirs specified in 
this study, all his lands in Bermuda Hundred and at Hutens 
going to his son Richard. Henrico records also show that his son 
John presented an inventory of his estate first Monday in August, 
1748. A wax seal was on the will. Daughters Mary (2) Eliz- 
abeth (3), Sons William (4) John (5), Richard (6), Littleberry 
(7). Grandchildren Elizabeth, daughter of William (deceased) 
Joseph, son of Littleberry; Joseph, son of Richard. Likely a 
son Joseph died early. 

2. Mary Royatt. Daughter of (1). Married first Josiah Woodson, 
then Joseph Farrar. 

*On account of some confusion in printing the preceding section it 

is here reprinted, with corrections. 
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3. ExitzasetH Daughter of (1). Married John Archer. 

4. Roya. -1737. Son of (1). Wife’s name un- 
known to writer. Father’s will 1747 refers to him as deceased, 4 . 
and his daughter Elizabeth as a minor. Deeded land 1735. i 


Minutes of Council, Aug. 5, 1737, Richard appointed inspector 
Turkey Island warehouse, place of his brother “lately deceased”. f 
5. Joun Royvatt. Son of (1). Born likely in first decade follow- ‘ 
ing 1700. 1756 deeded with Elizabeth his wife certain lands to f 
Richard Kennon. Married Dec. 31, 1750, Elizabeth Worsham, } 
daughter of Daniel Worsham and Judith Archer. Justice of i 
Henrico 1745, and of Chesterfield 1749. Patent Book 21, page 
483 acquired 1000 acres in Henrico adjoining his other survey. 
With brother William given 500 acres 1731 by his father. Trans- 
fers and refers to latter tract in deed to brother Littleberry 1745. 
Chesterfield order of 1764 lists “John Royall’s 1000 acres”. Hen- 
rico Council 1740 appointed him inspector Turkey Island ware- 
house in place of his brother Richard “who has resigned”. No 
will of record, but family and court records account for at least 
two sons, Joseph (8) and John, Jr. (24). For ten pounds, deeded 
son Joseph 1100 acres in Chesterfield Sept. 15, 1777, known as 
Winterpock, which estate Joseph sold the next year to Ralph ih 
Crawforth Anderson for 4000 pounds. Amelia Will Book 4, h 
1785, records his will in which he mentions son Joseph’s (8) : 
children (this son dying 1783), son John (24), granddaughter 
Elizabeth Royall, daughter of Joseph, g’daughter Mary Eppes 
Robertson, g’sons James and John Royall Robertson, and g’daughter 
Mary Allen Royall. His daughter Elizabeth (29) who married 
John Robertson, July, 1777, died before will was made. 
6. Ricwarp -1774. Son of (1). Married Elizabeth 
Will April 2, 1774, gives son William all his lands in 
Chesterfield and rest of the estate, making no mention of wife or 
other children. Amelia Will Book 2, page 340, shows Elizabeth 
claiming dower in late husband Richard’s Hundred Neck lands 
and mentioning a son Richard. An Amelia deed 1774 transfers 
land in Prince Edward and Cumberland, had of Col. Richard Ran- 
dolph in exchange for a plantation in Chesterfield, to his son 
William. Chesterfield Deed Book 8, Feb. 17th, 1773, covers this i 
transaction, and has Richard and his wife Elizabeth, and Joseph, 
Jr., and his wife Rebecca making the deed. In connection with 
this, a receipt of Nov. roth, 1773, is signed Jo. Royall, Jr., re- f 
ferring to Martin’s Swamp, a part of the property exchanged, i 
and his right in it under will of his grandfather Joseph Royall 4 
(1), which instrument mentions him. This shows that Richard 
had a tleast three sons, Joseph, Jr., (30), named in honor of i 
(1), his grandfather; William, (31) who became sole heir; and Ht 
Richard (32). 


He figures frequently in colonial records. He 
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was justice of Henrico 1739, sheriff 1741. Patent Book 17, June 
10, 1737, 387 acres in Amelia County, on West’s Creek; Book 20, 
Feb. 12, 1742, 322 acres on Bearbone branch of same creek; Book 
23, Nov. 25, 1743, 400 acres on Flat Creek in same county; are 
records of the King’s grants in his favor. 

LirrLeBerry Royatt. Son of (1). Married Mary, daughter of 
Llewelien Eppes. Chesterfield will, July 10, 1749, names sons 
Joseph (34) Littleberry (35), John (36) and wife Mary. Order 
Book 1, page 111, brothers Richard and John made guardians. 
Book 5, page 182, verdict against Richard, November, 1772, in 
favor of the sons for balance due on settlement of Littleberry 
Royall’s estate. His house was on the Appomattox. 

JosepuH Royatt, Oct. 19, 1751-1783. Son of (5). Married Mary 
Elizabeth Archer 1771. Will in Amelia, Book 3, page 243, Wife 
Mary Elizabeth, six children Elizabeth (9), John (10), Richard 
(11), James (12), Joseph Archer (13), William (14). Appoints 
William Royall (31), “my brother John”, with his wife, ex- 
ecutors. Inventory 1784, presented by W. Royall and Jno. Royall, 
Jr. Widow married John L. Cooper Dec. 30, 1786, and had 
Rebeckah Amele Nov. 8, 1788; Mary Elizabeth July 5, 1791; 
Edmond O. B. Dec. 17, 1795; and Frances E. Cooper. 


ExizasetH Royart, August 1772- . Daughter of (8). 
Joun Roya. Son of (8). 
RicHarp Roya.t. -1797. Son of (8). Married Mary C. 


Hudson, Aug. 1795. Amelia Will, Book 5, page 361. 

James T. Royatt. 1776-July 12, 1808. Son of (8). Amelia 
Will Book 7, page 404. 

JosepH ArcHER Royatt. August 1778-1810. Son of (8). Mar- 
ried Hannah Finney December 1800, Mary Garland Mosby Nov. 
19, 1808. By the first marriage, Elizabeth Jan. 23, 1802, Richard 
Oct. 25, 1804; by the second, James Wade Nov. 22, 1809, who 
died September 1865. Amelia Will Book 7, page 568 records his 
will of Feb. 26, 1810, mentioning three children and wife. Brother 
William was an executor. Messrs. Augustine Royall and Augus- 
tine Royall Turpin of Richmond are descendants. 

Royatt. Nov. 29, 1780-1816. Son of (8). Married 
his first cousin Judith Archer Royall (26) daughter of (22) 
January 19, 1805. Judith’s old Bible, and William’s will. Lynch- 
burg, Book A, page 13, 14, account for the following children: 
John James (15), James Townes (16), Benjamin Franklin (17), 
William C. (18), Mary Elizabeth (19), William Richard (20), 
Thomas Edwin (21), Joseph Archer (22), Lawrence Hilmes 
(23). 

Joun James Royatyt. 1805-February 1856. Son of (14). Mar- 
ried Anna Keith Taylor, daughter of George Keith Taylor, March 
17, 1830, a niece of Chief Justice Marshall. Presbyterian minister, 
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who, with other Royalls, was included in “Sketches and Recol- 
lections of Lynchburg” by Mrs. Julia Mayo Cabell. William 
Lawrence Royall, the distinguished lawyer and writer was one of 
the children of this union. Virginia history records much to his 
credit. 

James Townes Royati. Dec. 2, 1805- . Son of (14). 
BENJAMIN FRANKLIN RoyaLi. Oct. 13, 1807- . Son of (14). 
WuuiaM C. Royatt. June 17, 1809- . Son of (14). 

Mary Royatt. June 15, 1810- . Daughter of 
(14). Married Charles Louis Mosby, Feb. 19, 1831. Had Wil- 
liam Royall, Oct. 30, 1831; Leslie James, July 31, 1839. William 
married Lizzie S. Terry. 

Ricwarp Roya. Jan. 5, 1812- . Son of (14). 
Tuos. Epwin Aug. 14, 1813- . Son of (14). 
Joseph ArcHer Royatt. June 17, 1815-April 24, 1839. Son 
of (14). 

Lawrence Himes Royatr. March 18, 1817- . Son of (14). 
Joun Roya, Jr. Feb. 25, 1755-1785. Son of (5). Married 
Elizabeth Townes, May 20, 1784. Known as Col. John Royall. 
In 1777 a John Royall was appointed a militia officer of Chester- 
field. In 1776 and in 1783 warrants were drawn in favor of 
John Royall as a wagoner and as a conductor of military stores, 
but which John it was is hard to determine. This John was listed 
in Chesterfield roll of 1780, with identifying age given. An old 
family Bible, once in possession of this John’s daughter Judith 
Archer (26), and lately in keeping of Mrs. Mary McFarland of 
St. Louis, supplies much of this information concerning him, and 
records the births of the following children; Mary Allen (25) 
Judith Archer (26), James Townes (27), Joseph Edwin, (28), 
Betty Royall, his wife, made will, May 12, 1807, naming these 
same children, and son-in-law William Royall, who married Judith 
Archer Royall. 

Mary ALLEN Royatt. May 24, 1785- . Daughter of (24). 
Married Thomas A. Holcombe. 

Juprra ArcHer Dec. 28, 1788- Daughter of (24). 
Married (14). 

James Townes Roya. Sept. 28, 1790- . Son of (24). 
Will of uncle William (14) names him as one executor. 

JosepH Epwin Roya. Dec. 24, 1792- . Son of (24). Mar- 
ried Mary Elizabeth Gwatkin Dec. 20, 1821. Daughter Mary 
Virginia married Col. Enoch Withers Feb. 3, 1846. Eleven daugh- 
ters were born in the Withers family and one son, Robert E., 
of Pittsburgh, Pa. Elizabeth Royall Withers, the oldest daughter 
married Dr. Elijah Lewis Carter Aug. 10, 1864, and Edwin 
Royall Carter, rector of St. John’s Church, Hampton, Va., was 
one of the six children. 
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29. ExizasetH Royatt. Daughter of (5). Married John Robertson, 
son of Rev. George Robertson, July 1777. Issue Mary Eppes, 
James, John, and possibly others. 

30. JosepH Royatt, Jr) Son of (6). Named in honor of (1). 


Married Rebecca —-———. Chesterfield Deed Book 8, page 15, 
Feb. 1773, transfers interest in Hundred Neck land. 
31. Roya.L, -1813. Son of (6). Known as Maj. 


William R., husband of the famous authoress Anne Royall, nee 
Newport, known for her eccentricities. Her writings give much 
of his history, especially his Revolutionary War service, and her 
fight to get financial recognition therefor. He was undoubtedly 
a self-denying patriot, using much of his fortune for military 
needs. Lafayette gave Mrs. Royall a note of apprecaition. His 
will is recorded in Monroe County, West Va., and his last home 
was at Sweet Springs, West Va. Major John Archer was his 
half-brother. 

32. Ricwarp Royatt. Son of (6). Amelia inventory 1806 likely his. 

33. JosepH Royatt. Son of (32). 

34. JosepH Royatt. Son of (7). Chesterfield Will Book 4, page 
194, 1783. Wife Lucy, son John, brothers Littleberry and John. 

35. Lirrceperry Royatt. Son of (7). May 25, 1780, married Eliza 
Jones. June 22, 1780, appointed militia officer. 

36. Joun Royatt. Son of (7). 


(To be continued) 


HANCOCK FAMILY 
(Continued) 


Correction of Text of Hancock Family of Lower Norfolk, 
Henrico and Bedford County. 


Omit text beginning with last paragraph of Page 6 to third para- 
graph on Page 7, substituting instead the following: 


(5) Daughter,? b. about 1643 (Simon') m. Arthur*® Moseley (brother 
of William? Moseley who m. Mary Gookin and d. 1671 leaving issue: 
William? John,* Elizabeth* and Edward (Va. Mag., Vol. 5, Page 
327). William® and Arthur? Moseley were sons of William’ Moseley 
who d. 1655 in Lower Norfolk county. 

According to the will of Sarah Piggott, her daughter had issue (by 
Arthur® Moseley) as follows: (23) Susannah (24) Mary*® (25) Wil- 
liam* (26) Edward.* Evidently Arthur? Moseley had married again 
before 1686 as in that year he is mentioned as the son-in-law of Richard 
Hargrove, Sr., whose will dated Nov. 21, 1686, was proved Jan. 17, 
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1687. .The will of Arthur? Moseley, dated Feb. 1, 1700, and proved 
in 1702, mentions not only all the children given above, but also Ben- 
jamin, Arthur, George and Amos. Mention is also made of his wife, 
Ann, presumably, Ann Hargrove. (Brief Abstracts of Lower Norfolk 
County Wills). 

The Moseleys of Princess Anne county were one of the most prom- 
inent families in Virginia in the 17th century (Wertenbaker, Planters of 
Colonial Virginia, Page 109) and “long owned what was, perhaps, the 
largest and most interesting collection of (family) portraits in Vir- 
ginia”. (Va. Mag., Vol. 32, Page 58). According to the records, they 
appear to have been amongst the most intimate friends of the Hancocks 
even before the marriage of one of their number to a daughter of 
Simon* Hancock. This friendship, as well as relationship, persisted 
through ensuing generations with the removal of members of the two 
families during the latter part of the 17th century to Henrico county 
and the removal of members of the same families in the latter part 
of the 18th century to Bedford county. 

(10) Samuel* Hancock, b. about 1676, was left by the terms of his 
grandmother’s will in the care of his cousin, Edward Moseley. This 
could hardly have been any other than Edward* Moseley (Arthur’® 
William’). It has been noted that Edward* Moseley had a half-brother, 
Arthur® Moseley. Now as early as 1689 there is to be observed the 
appearance of Arthur and Edward Moseley in the Henrico records. 
Among the marriage licenses returned in Henrico in 1688/9 is one of 
Arthur Moseley and Sarah* Hancock, daughter of Robert® and Johan 
(Lyggon) Hancock. In 1689 there is to be found in the Henrico 
records a deed from Robert Woodson to his son-in-law, Edward 
Moseley, who appears to have married previously, Sarah Woodson. 

Omit last two paragraphs on p. 10, substituting instead the following: 

(45) Samuel* Hancock (Simon,® Samuel,‘ Samuel,’ William,’ Simon") 
b. Feb. 28, 1760 in Chesterfield county; d. April 14, 1837 in Bedford 
county; m. Jan. 5, 1784 Mrs. Ann (Ammon) Moon, b. July 1, 1760, 
d. May 7, 1840. Mrs. Ann Moon m. 1st Jacob Moon and had by him: 
Jacob, b. Nov. 15, 1779 and Christopher, b. Aug. 11, 1781 (Family 
Bible). Mrs. Ann Moon was the daughter of Christopher Ammon 
who is believed to have been of New Kent county. In the Christ 
Church Register there is recorded the marriage of Christopher Ammon 
and Mary Bristow on Jan. 29, 1735 and the birth of a daughter, Frances, 
Oct. 28, 1736. There the record of these is brought to an end but 
in the Register of St. Peter’s Parish, New Kent, it is apparently re- 
sumed with the notice of the birth of a daughter, Mary, Dec. 13, 
1738, to “Christopher and Mary Ammon”. There is an hiatus of seven- 
teen years when there appears in the St. Peter’s Register record of the 
birth of George on April 1, 1755, and of Lucy on Nov. 27, 1758 to 
“Christopher and Mary Ammon”. Ann Ammon, b. July 1, 1760, ac- 
cording to family Bible, is known to have had at least two sisters: 
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Caty (Catherine?) and Elly (Lucy?) who were living in New Kent 
in 1813. 

It is to be noted further regarding the record evidence that exists 
of the Ammon family and connections that the Christ Church Register 
records the birth of a Mary Bristow, b. May 1, 1713, to Thomas, b. 
June 1687, and Catherine Bristow, and a Mary Bristow b. Aug. 15, 
1715, dau. of John and Mary Bristow. Heads of Families of the First 
U. S. Census in Va., 1782-85, includes Christopher Ammon, head of a 
household of 4 whites and 15 blacks and William Ammon, head of a 
household of 6 whites and 5 blacks, both of New Kent county. At the 
same time Peter Ammon was living in Shenandoah county. According 
to the Va. County Records, Vol. 3, Page 96, a William Ammon m. 
Nancy Sherman, daughter of John Sherman, who d. 1796. A William 
Ammon, a Baptist preacher, who was imprisoned in the Culpeper jail 
for preaching at the time of the persecution of the Baptists, is known 
to have had nine daughters of whom Fanny m. between 1790 and ’95 
William Holliday, and moved to Kentucky. From the Rev. War Sec- 
tion, Bureau of Pensions, it is known that a Christopher Ammon was 
born in 1759 in Culpeper county, and moved in 1779, to Rockingham 
county. He enlisted in the Rev. Army in 1778 and served in Capt. 
Robert Craven’s Va. Company. He enlisted in 1779 and served in the 
same company under Col. Stubblefield. He enlisted in 1781 and served 
as orderly sergeant in Capt. Michael Cowger or Cager’s Va. Company 
and was at the Siege of Yorktown. He d. April 24, 1842 in Rocking- 
ham county. 

Of the sons of Simon’ Hancock, both Samuel and Edward are known 
to have served in the Rev. War (Eckenrode). Samuel was known in 
later life as “Colonel” and Edward as “Captain”, although whence they 
derived these titles is unknown. From the Rev. War Section, Bureau 
of Pensions, it appears that “Samuel Hancock was born Feb. 28, 1760 
in Chesterfield county, Va. While a resident of Bedford county he en- 
listed in Nov. 1776 as a private in Capt. Gross Scruggs’ Va. Company, 
transferred to Burford’s Va. Regt. and served fourteen and one half 
months. He enlisted in the fall of 1779 and served three months as a 
private in Capt. Jacob Early’s Va. Company under Colonels Leftwich 
and Charles Lynch. He enlisted in Dec. 1780 and served three months 
as orderly sergeant in Capt. John Trigg’s Company, Col. Merriwether’s 
Va. Regt. Shortly after he enlisted and served four months as ser- 
geant major in the Regt. of Bedford co., Va. militia, commanded by 
Major Alexander Rose; was at the siege of Ninety-six and was dis- 
charged July 31, 1781. He d. April 14, 1837, m. Feb. 11, 1784, Mrs. 
Ann or Nancy Moon, widow of Jacob Moon. She d. May 22, 1841.” 

It should be observed that while the dates of birth and death of 
Samuel Hancock given from the official record agree with the Bible 
record there is a slight disagreement in the case of the dates of mar- 
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riage and death of his wife. It is believed the Bible record is to be 
preferred. 

Samuel® and Ann (Ammon) Moon Hancock had issue: (53) Mary,’ 
known as “Polly” (54) Lucy,’ b. May 19, 1786, m. in 1803 Bernard C. 
Hendrick (55) Ammon,” b. Feb. 10, 1788, d. 1847, m. Nov. 22, 1830 
Sarah V. Green. He served in the War of 1812 and was Mayor of 
Lynchburg in 1829, 1837 and 1841. (56) Sophia,” b. March 10, 1790, 
m. in 1805 William Powell (57) Justus,’ b. May 19, 1791, d. 1845. 

Omit note on p. 11 and substitute instead the following: 

From Chalkley’s Abstracts of Augusta county records it appears that 
the father of Henry Brown, who m. Alice Beard, was a Henry Brown 
of Augusta county. There were several of that name in Augusta at 
the time which makes it difficult, if not impossible, to determine from 
which particular one Henry Brown of Bedford descended. On Nov. 
3, 1750, a deed was recorded of 50 acres by patent on Lick Run of 
Roanoke, corner of James Burke, to Henry Brown, Sr. On Aug. 20, 
1760, Henry Brown and Alice Brown of Bedford county made three 
deeds, one of which was for 54 acres on a branch of Roanoke called 
Lick Run, corner of James Burke and which was further described as 
having been patented on Nov. 3, 1750. This would make it appear that 
Henry Brown of Bedford was the son of Henry Brown Sr., of Augusta 
county, probably the Henry Brown who d. 1757 in Augusta and on 
whose estate a daughter, Esther Brown, qualified as admx., Esther 
Brown, the widow, having refused. By May 24, 1762 Esther Brown, 
the widow, had died, for on that date it was announced that the suit 
of Esther Brown vs. John Daily had abated by reason of the former’s 
death. The suit was resumed in Nov. 1764, by the daughter, Esther 
Brown, who had in the .neanwhile m. William Carlton. 

P. 4: William* Hancock (Simon,* b. about 1648) should read about 
1645. 

J.R. C. 
(To be continued) 
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BOOK REVIEWS 


Atumni CantTasricienses. A Biographical List of all Known Students, 
Graduates and holders of office at the University of Cambridge from 
the earliest times to 1890. Compiled by John Venn, Sc. D.; F. R. S.; 
F. S. A.; President of Gonville and Caius College and John Venn, 
M. A., Gelby Lecturer on the History and Economics of Agriculture, 
Cambridge, at the University Press. (1) Part I from the earliest 
time to 1751, Vol. 1, pp. XXXIV, 431; Abbas-Cutts, 1922 (2) Part I, 
Vol. II, Dubbs-Juxton, 1922, (3) Part I, Vol. III, Kirle-Ryves, 
1924, PP. 504. 


Though this costly work is not in the library of this Society (there 
is a vacant space on our shelves in case any one is desirous of filling 
it), it is of too great importance for a notice of it to be omitted on that 
account. Dr. H. R. McIlwaine, the State Librarian, has kindly allowed 
the writer to take home the three volumes already issued, and examine 
them name by name—the only way to ascertain how many Cambridge 
men were associated with Virginia, the especial object of our present 
study. The book has been described as high priced but when one goes 
through it carefully, it is at once apparent that a vast amount of work— 
a free tribute of love for alma mater—must have been done to enable 
the University of Cambridge to produce it at the price charged. 

It is indeed an astonishing piece of work,—even more so than Foster’s 
admirable Alumni Oxonienses (which we fortunately own). There are 
thousands of names of men, copied from the matriculation books and 
other records, with the names of parents and birth-places, and with the 
chief events of their careers carefully traced and, in very many in- 
stances, even the date and place of probate of wills are given. 

It would be hard to conceive of a greater storehouse for the biog- 
rapher, historian and genealogist. 

As a matter of course, the College records contain nothing in regard 
to the careers of students who were natives of America or who came 
to this country, and research in England could do little in tracing them. 
This is work for us on this side, and by furnishing the editors any 
accurate information which can be obtained, help to make the great work 
more complete. Assistance has been given from the United States but 
no one could aid in the most useful way without the published volumes 
before him. It is understood that the last volume (three have been 
issued at the time this is written) will have an appendix containing 
additions and corrections. 

The natives of Virginia, such as John Grymes, (Trinity, 1735), Lewis 
Burwell (Caius, 1729), Wilson Cary (Trinity, 1721), George Carter 
(Trinity, 1733), John Carter (Trinity, 1714), Henry Perrott (Clare, 
1673), Thomas Clayton (Pembroke, 1720), and others are duly men- 
tioned. It may be added that Henry Perrott, son of Richard Perrott of 
Middlesex, was born, according to the Christ Church parish register, 
Jan. 25, 1657. The tomb of Dr. Thomas Clayton remains at “Warner 
Hall”, Gloucester county, and in part, the inscription reads “Aulae pem- 
brochianae Cambrigenses [sic in copy] olim Alumni.” 
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Identifying emigrants to the Colonies is the most difficult and at the 
same time most valuable means of adding to what is given in the A. C. 
This, because natives of the Colonies are already identified in the ma- 
triculation list. An attempt will be made here towards the identification 
of some of these emigrants. 

The editors, properly careful in regard to identification, say that 
Nathaniel Bacon (St. Catherine’s, 1661) may have been the Virginia 
“rebel”. Mr. E. Alfred Jones, in his “Americans at the Inns of Court” 
accepts the identity without question, and it is believed that some of 
the contemporary accounts (not now accessible) refer to the Virginia 
Nathaniel Bacon as having studied at Cambridge. There really seems 
no doubt about this matter. 

Zachariah Brooke (Sidney, 1690), M. A. 1697, is stated, in the A. C. 
to have been Vicar of Hauton and Newton, Cambridgeshire, to have 
left in consequence of debt and to have had preferment in Virginia. 
In a letter to the Bishop of London, 1724, “Zachariah Brooke, M. A.”, 
who had been fourteen years minister of St. Pauls, Hanover County, 
stated that he was still Vicar of Hawkston-Cum-Newton, Cambridge- 
shire, Eng. (Perry’s Church Papers, 262). 

William Bullock (St. John’s, 1635) is accredited with the author- 
ship of Virginia Impartially Examined, 1649. But the Cambridge 
William is given as son of John Bullock, Esq., of Darley, Derbyshire, 
and William, the writer on Virginia, was son of Hugh Bullock of 
London. The wills of Hugh Bullock (who owned much land in 
Virginia, had resided there, and been a member of Council, 1631) 
and of his son William have been printed in The Va. Magazine of 
History and Biography, Il, 414 and XVIII, 304, 305. The son Wil- 
liam evidently died in Virginia. It looks as if A. C. has mistaken its 
man in this case. 

Almeric Butler (S-. 1667) and William Butler (Sidney, 1664) 
and A. B. 1668, were brothers, sons of Alermic Butler, Vicar of 
Montacute, Somersetshire. It seems certain that these brothers came 
to Virginia. William Butler was minister of Washington parish, 
Westmoreland Co., 1680 etc. Amory or Aumory (an easy abbreviation 
of Almeric) emigrated to Virginia and was minister of a parish on the 
Rappahannock, where he died in 1678. In his will he left all his books, 
sermons, notes and papers to his “brother Mr. William Butler, min- 
ister of Washington parish”. 

A. C. gives “Cocke, William, admitted pensioner at Queen’s, March 
26, 1688. Of Suffolk, matriculated 1688. M. B. 1693.” This was 
Dr. William Cocke, of Williamsburg, Secretary of State of Virginia. 
The epitaph on his mural tablet in Bruton Church says he was “an 
English Physician, Born of reputable parents, MDCLXXII at Sud- 
bury in Suffolk, and educated at Queen’s College, Cambridge.” He 
died October 20, 1720. 

Gabriel Archer (St. John’s, 1591), of Mountnessing, Essex, was one 
of the emigrants to Virginia in 1607, member of the Council, and 
first recorder (or Secretary of State) 1609. He died in Virginia 
1609-10. The records of the Virginia Company show that the emi- 
grant was of Mountnessing. 

Nathaniel Pendleton, admitted sizar Corpus Christi 1669, of Nor- 
wich. Son of Henry Pendleton, merchant. Born in the parish of 
St. Peter Mancroft. B. A. 1672-3. Ordained deacon Sept. 1673. A. C. 
gives nothing more in regard to him; but Dr. Tyler found in the 
Essex Co., Va. records (William and Mary Quarterly, XXIV, 252, 
253) certain depositions stating that about 1674, two brothers, Nathaniel 
and Philip Pendleton came to that section in a ship from England, 
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and were reputed to have been sent over under indentures by their 
mother; that Nathaniel was a minister and preached one sermon in the 
parish church; but soon afterwards died. This could hardly have 
been any other than the Nathaniel Pendleton of Cambridge. 

John Pountis (Caius, 1581-2) then 17, would have been of suitable 
age to have been the John Pountis, appointed to the Va. Council 
1620, who died at sea, 1623-4. 

Wm. Le Neve (St. John’s, 1717) was probably the man of the name 
who “came to Virginia on St. Matthew’s Day 1722”, and who was 
minister of James City parish, 1722-37 etc. 

John Lyth (Clare, 1751) George Manley (St. Catherine’s 1707) 
and Roger Mitton (Pembroke, 1680) may have been the men of the 
names who received the royal ministerial bounty for Virginia in 1763, 
1715, and 1692 respectively. 

David Mossom (St. John’s, 1705) is given as minister of St. Peter’s 
parish, New Kent Co., Va., and is stated to have been born at Green- 
wich, England; but his epitaph at St. Peter’s, though it states that he 
was born in London and that he was of St. John’s, Cambridge, has 
also “Inter Americanos Ordine Presbyteratus Primus”. 

Edward Nott (Pembroke, 1671) is given as Governor of Virginia. 
His epitaph in Bruton Churchyard, Williamsburg, states that he died 
August 23, 1706, aged 49 years. The monument was erected by the 
General Assembly of Virginia. 

John Richards (St. John’s, 1703), Vicar of Teston and Rector of 
Allington and Nettlestead, is said to have “died distracted”. No men- 
tion is made of his coming to Virginia. He became minister of Ware 
parish, Gloucester County about 1723 and died in 1735. His epitaph 
at Ware Church, styles him “late rector of Nettlestead and vicar of 
Teston in the county of Kent”, England, and says he had a “trouble- 
some — through the various changes and chances of this mortal 
life”. Perhaps his mind was occasionally affected and this helped 
to cause the “troublesome passage”. 

Jacob Rowe (Trinity, 1748) “perhaps Chaplain in the Navy,” may 
have been the Jacob Rowe who received the royal bounty 1758. 

Roger Kelsall (Jesus, 1639), whose cure is not certainly identified, 
is said to be “perhaps,” father of 

Roger Kelsall (Jesus, 1698), who joined the Quakers’ assembly at 
Cambridge and was expelled from the College March 4, 1698-9. 

Roger Kelsall, the younger came to Virginia, and became minister 
of Lynhaven parish. His will, dated Sept. 14, 1708, and proved in 
Princess Anne county Feb. 15, 1708-9, speaks of an estate in Essex, 
England, left him by the late “Reverend Mr. Roger Kelsall formerly 
minister of Royden”. This was probably his father. 

John Camm (Trinity, 1738) is not traced farther than his ordi- 
nation to the priesthood in 1742. In a letter to the Bishop of London 
1752, he speaks of his having been at Trinity. He came to Virginia, 
was minister of Newport parish, Isle of Wight 1745, appointed Pro- 
fessor of Divinity at William and Mary 1749. President of the 
College 1771-77, and died in York County 1779. 

John Pory (1588) the Speaker of our first House of Burgesses, 
1619, has sufficient treatment. 

James Horrocks (Trinity, 1751) President of William and Mary 
also is sufficiently described. 

Thomas Hampton (Queens, 1618) may have been the man of the 
name who was minister of James City parish 1644 and who died 1647 
(Meade I, 92, 200. 
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Robert Hunt, scholar of Trinity Hall 1604, LL. B. 1606, was cer- 
tainly not, (as A. C. suggests) son of Robert Hunt, Vicar of Re- 
culver, and the chaplain who came to Virginia in 1607. Robert Hunt, 
Vicar of Reculver, Kent 1594-1602, was Vicar of Heathfield, Sussex, 
1602-1608. Their identity been proved. The Vicar of Reculver 
was aged about 28 years when in 1597 he married Elizabeth Edwards 
of Canterbury. This matter has been fully settled, largely through the 
aid of Mr. Leo Culleton of London. The Robert Hunt who was of 
Reculver, Heathfield and Jamestown may have been the Robert Hunt 
of Magdalen Hall, Oxford, M. A. 1595. 

A. C. says that Richard Kemp (Sidney, 1617) was doubtless a son 
of Sir Robert Kemp of Gissing, Suffolk, and afterward Secretary of 
State of Virginia. Richard, son of Robert Kemp of Gissing was 
baptized 1600. Edward Kemp, described as a son of Sir Robert was 
of Queens, 1625 and was a fellow 1639-44. Richard Kemp, Secretary 
of State of Virginia, names in his will his brother Edward. Though 
the connection of the Virginia Kemps with the Gissing family has 
not yet been positively proved, there can be little doubt of its existence. 

William Kay (Trinity, 1741; migrated to Emanuel 1743) was min- 
ister of Lunenburg parish, Richmond county 1745-49, and of Cum- 
berland parish, Lunenburg County (where he died 1755), 1751-55. 
John Camm, in a letter to the Bishop of London in 17*2 says that 
“during the last two years (if not more) I had the honour and 
pleasure to spend at Trinity College, Cambridge”, he was intimatel 
acquainted with the Rev. William Kay, who later removed to Emanuel. 

James Bowker (St. John’s, 1684) and Ralph Bowker (St. John’s, 
1678) were brothers and came to Virginia as ministers. James was 
minister of St. Paul’s parish, New Kent, at the time of his death in 
1704. In his will he names his brother Ralph Bowker. The latter 
was minister of St. Stephen’s parish, King and Queen 1702-1714 etc. 
See Va. Magazine of History and Biography, XI, 313. 

Charles Grymes (Pembroke, aged 19, 1631), son of John Grymes, 
Rector of Ightham, Kent, was very probably the man of the name 
who was a minister in York and Gloucester Counties, Va., 1644-56. 
There was a large emigration from Kent to Virginia at this time. 

If Christopher Davison (King’s, 1595), was son of William Davison, 
Secretary of State, he was also the same man who was Secretary 
of State of Virginia 1621-23. 

Nicholas Ferrar, so prominent in the Virginia Company was B. A. 
from Clare 1609-10; but his career is fully described. 

A. C. suggests that Nicholas Glover (Jesus, 1584) was the “Mr. 
Glover” who had been a preacher in Huntingdonshire and Bedford- 
shire, and who went to Virginia in 1611. No accessible record gives 
the Christian name of the good old man. 

Of course this is only a pratial list of certain or possible identi- 
fications. When Alumni Cantabrigienes is completed, it should be 
compared with a full, alphabetically arranged list of the Virginia 
clergy. In addition to this many laymen, bred at Cambridge, may 
have come to Virginia. In many cases it would be impossible to 
identify them with certainty. 

These volumes are also mines of information for the genealogist. 
Among the names noetd are Gregory and John Isham, Edward and 
Arthur Kemp, John Kendall of Norfolk (the county of William Ken- 
dall of Virginia), James Bowker, Dudley Digges (brother of our 
Governor Edward Digges). John Dixon (Christ’s, 1730), possibly 
the Virginia minister, Edward Duke (Christ’s, 1553). Allen Eps, 
John Butler (Sidney, 1674) brother of Almeric (1629) and uncle of 
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the Virginia ministers named above; various Calthorpes, Codds, and 
Culverwells; Thomas Catlett of Sittingbourne (Queens, 1645); Jus- 
tinian Ailmer (Corpus Christi, 1654) and Justinian Ailmer (St. John’s, 
1684), though the dates of preferments are not such as to identify 
either with Justinian Aylmer, minister in Virginia; Humphrey Cole, 
Vicar of Tillingham, whose will (1644) names his son William as in 
Virginia; John Batte (Sidney, 1648), drowned on his way to Virginia; 
Thomas Blanchflower, M. A. 1631, of Somerset, whose kinsman, Ben- 
jamin Blanchflower, also of Somerset, died in Westmoreland Co., Va., 
in 1701; Peregrine Bland (Emanuel, 1614) possibly the man of the 
name who was Burgess for Charles River County, Va., in 1639; 
Humphrey, John and Samuel Brooke, Richard Buck (Caius, 1600), 
who may have been the Virginia minister; Thomas Buckner; Edmund, 
Godfrey, Jeremiah, Thomas and William Pendleton; several Powers; 
Roger, Thomas, Thomas and William Parker of the Browsholme 
family, which has a branch in Virginia; several Pates; numerous 
Peacheys, including Robert of Suffolk (Pembroke, 1660); various 
Pages; Maurice, Richard and Robert Kendall of Norfolk; George, 
Robert and William Lilburne, members of a family from which 
Thomas Jefferson descended (see this Magazine, vols. XXV and 
XXVI), William Iremonger, Edmund, Edmund, Edmund, Jonathan 
(four of the name) and Peter Jenings, all of the family from which 
our Governor Edmund Jenings came; Augustine and Eusebius Isham, 
Jeremiah Harrison, Daniel, Richard and Thomas Horsmanden, kins- 
man of Warham Horsmanden of Virginia, and Daniel his father; 
numerous Gooches, several Grimes or Grymes, Stanley and William 
Flowerdieu, of the family of Lady Temperance Yeardley, Phineas and 
Roger Fowke, Edward Folliott, several Filmers, one of whom, Henry 
(Queens, 1624), M. A. 1631, was the emigrant to Virginia; William 
Eppes, John Fauntleroy, a number of the family of Pettus of Suffolk 
and Norfolk, Newtons of Yorkshire (whence came John Newton of 
Westmoreland county, Va.), several Ravenscrofts, numerous Rolfes 
and an infinite number of names which American genealogists trying 
to trace families living in England will find most helpful. 

William Cleburne, admitted scholar at Sidney, Jan. 1600-1601, son 
of Edmund Cleburne, of Cleburne, Westmoreland, will prove a puzzle 
to many Americans. A. C. states that he was B. A. 1604-5, M. A. 
1608, B. D. from St. John’s 1615, incorporated at Oxford 1611, ad- 
mitted to the Middle Temple, June 11, 1605, ordained deacon (Peter- 
borough) Dec. 1608, priest, Dec. 19, 1614, Prebendary of Ripon, 
1616-1660. 

Dr. C. J. Cleborne of the U. S. Navy, a life long student of the 
family history stated that William Claiborne (born according to the 
Va. Census of 1624-5, in 1587) who came to Virginia as a surveyor in 
1621, and was long a man of prominence, was son of Edmund, of 
Cleburne, which would make him identical with the Cambridge man. 
But there is no reference anywhere to the Virginian being in orders 
and he certainly could not have been Prebendary of Ripon 1616-60. 
Possibly A. C. has confused two men. It would be worth while to 
look up the Prebendary’s will. As the matter stands Dr. Cleborne’s 
account will need proof. 

The University of Cambridge and indeed all students of the past are 
to be congratulated on this very remarkable work. _ 

It is not usual for us to give more than one notice of any book; 
but a careful examination of Alumni Cantabrigienses leads, almost 
irresistably, to “takin notes” and “prenting” them. 
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AMERICAN MEMBERS OF THE INNS oF Court. By E. Alfred Jones, 
M. A., author of “The Old Silver of the American Churches.” With 
a Foreword by Hon. Wm. H. Taft, Chief Justice of the United S 
and Honary Bencher of the Middle Temple. 124 The St. Cath- 
erine Press, Stamford Street, London, S. E. pp. 250, with index. 


The year 1924 was happy in the appearance of two long and much 
desired works—that whose title is given above—and Alumni Canta- 
brigienses, which being a greater task is not yet completed. 

Mr. Jones’ handsome book, with its ample size, fine large type and yet 
light weight, is one which every American will prize. Peculiarly at- 
tractive to the lawyer, it has much of value to the biographer, gene- 
alogist and student of education during the colonial period. It shows 
what a constant stream of lawyers—natives of the colonies and of 
Great Britaiin--came over with the training and learning imparted by 
the ancient law schools in London. 

The author’s introduction, which demonstrates how large a part Inns 
of Court men played in American affairs, is of the deepest interest. 
South Carolina took the lead. Four of her signers of the Declaration 
were Middle Templars. 

But Virginia was a close second. Sixty-nine men who were emigrants 
to Virginia or natives studied at the Inns of Court. Fifty-three of 
these were natives of the Colony. Among the natives of England were 
Nathaniel Bacon “The Rebel”, Governor Berkeley, Attorney General 
John Clayton, Governor Edward Digges, and George Percy. Natives 
of Virginia included such men as John Banister, John Blair, Wm. Byrd, 
Joseph Jones, Arthur Lee. Many men of prominence are included in 
am list in regard to whose legal education nothing heretofore has been 

own. 

Mr. Jones has not only traced admissions to the Inns of Court, but 
has given carefully prepared biographical sketches of every man named 
and often included a notice of the place in which he received his col- 
legiate education. 

We have spoken particularly of Virginia, because we are most in- 
terested in the Virginia students; but, of course, the same careful study 
is made of those from all the Colonies. Much hitherto unpublished 
matter has been included in these sketches. 

Surely Americans could not have known or understood the character 
of this work, or the author would not have been able to confine the 
issue to 250 copies. Lucky is he who has one. 


A History or CaroLtine County, VIRGINIA, FROM ITS FORMATION IN 
1727 To 1924. Compiled from Original and Authoritative Sources 
and Profusely Illustrated. By Marshall Wingfield. To which is Ap- 
pended “A Discourse of Virginia”, by Edward Maria Wingfield. 
Press of Trevett, Christian & Co., Inc., Richmond, Va., 1924. pp. 528, 
with index, bibliography and 82 illustrations. 


This book is a monumient to Mr. Wingfield’s industrious and careful 
research; but would be better entitled “Collections for a History of 
Caroline”, than a formal history. There is a mass of valuable and in- 
teresting material; but there seems to be no special idea of arrangement. 
This does not prevent the work from being one which every one in- 
terested in Caroline and in our colonial history will be glad to own. 

It begins with an account of the organization of the county, which 
is followed by details of the functions of the colonial office holders. 
Among the other sections are “Clerical Sidelights on Colonial Caroline”, 
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physical features, resources, industries, “The Stage Coach Road Through 
Caroline”, the R. F. & P. Ry., “The Caroline County Committee of 
Safety, 1774-75”, lists of representatives in the House of Burgesses, 
the State legislature, Conventions, and Congress; abstracts of all Caro- 
line petitions to the Legislature; a list of marriage bonds, abstracts of the 
first survey book, lists of obituaries of Caroline people, 1800-1838, glean- 
ings from old Newspapers, an exceedingly interesting history of old 
Kilwinning-Crosse lodge of Masons, illustrated with many extracts from 
the minutes; “Doctors and Diseases”, “Education and Educators”, in- 
cluding accounts of the two famous Caroline schools, Coleman’s and 
Schoolers; “The Colored Citizens of Caroline”, biographies of noted 
natives of the county, lists of soldiers in all wars from the Revolution 
down to and including the World War; a very full account of “Churches 
and Churchmen”; accounts of old houses and genealogies of Caroline 
families. These items are only a part of the great mass of valuable 
material collected by the author. 

The genealogies are, like those generally found in county histories, 
partly correct and partly incorrect. But, one, the Taliaferro family 
(p. 471, etc.) is really too bad. After writing of Baron Taliaferro, 
who was with William the Conqueror, we are told of “Baron Talia- 
ferro, whose descendants became Earls of Pinnington”, and then (with- 
out any apparent connection) that two brothers, John and James “came 
to Virginia after the Revocation of the Edict of Nantes”. Mr. Wing- 
field, or more probably his contributor, has killed off several genera- 
tions of this good old family, including Robert, whose position as 
emigrant is now a commonplace in Virginia genealogy. One would 
also like to see proofs of use during the Colonial period of many of 
the arms given. 

A unique feature, and one which it would be well to include in all 
county histories is a list of Caroline County estates with their original 
and present owners. The preparation of such a list in strictly accurate 
form would require great labor and much information in regard to 
titles. “Bath”, given as originally owned by Samuel, was certainly an 
old Taliaferro property, Blenheim, ascribed to Tyler, also belonged to 
the Taliaferros, Cedar Creek belonged to the Lewis family before any 
Lightfoot owned it, Fairfield was originally Thornton property, and 
not Chandler, Hazlewood belonged to the Beverleys and there is a 
tradition that it was lost in a card game, Port Tobago was for several 
generations the home and property of the Lomax family. 

There never was a county history which was flawless and this is 
certainly not intended to be a fault-finding criticism. This reviewer 
would like to add that he bought his own copy and unless he could 
promptly replace it he could not be induced to part with it. 
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